Þ>, 6] 
- C 
-Y 


F: » { mt 
=. 
ay # 
C # # 


4 ATE ETTE OY 


HA NKS 


Fromthe AuTnor 


O F 3k 
SUR Era NG 
Tos fee Yb 


AM 


- 
» - : 4 - 
— CE # 5 
__-_— 


—_— _—_— 


ſ (> is autera magis de his novit, hic ne ſ:duftus bomo qui etjaut 
nune ſupereſt > & hucuſque in hoc mundo verſatur , aut qul 00 © 
nos Teſles fuerunt z habentes ante.nos Traditienew is Ecelefd 3 7 
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etiam hi 2 Patribus ſus didigeywer qui ante ipſos =, | 


modo Eccleſia 2 Patribus ſus veram fidem uſ 
continet, iremque Traditiones, Epiphen : conere Acriums. 
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BY 30), LONG. -; if 1 ; 
I. ur Friend Mr. $t:{lingfieet 1 who, 1 
| thank him, profeſigs a- great deal of 


real kindneſs; for mee, tells your {cf 


- + - ©.-In the beginning of his Appendix, 
that: your performances in your Book have beenſd 
clear and ſatisfaFory  - that bee hopes Wr.S. in 

ſtead of another Letter of direGions to. Di Anſwe- 
rer, will write. yow:one of Thanks , for the. Reaſon 
aud Kindneſs you have. ſbew'd hine throughout 
yoicr Book. I hate to be upgratefull ,.- and-have 
that reall kindneſstor hiny and- your ſelf 4002s 
not to ſuffer your hopes to1þ« My. Qbs 
ligations of Gratitudeihee' cancigves-to ſprin 

from a twofold Head; - the-Reaſonand jr eo 
eſs you bave ſhown mee: The former 'of which 
is to be eximin'd by” reducing the; reſpedire 
parts of your Diſcourſe to Groundsor Princtr 
ples; which I-ſhall do when it ſhall- pleaſe God 
to give mg leaſure and health ro anſwer -ygur 


Book 3, and L promiſe you faithfully ro own. g# = 


much Reaſon-in 1t as theſe will allow. 'mee3 Þ 
fear, you may diſlike the , verdict of Principles 
and think-thema d;ſcourreows becauſe of their in- 
flexible genius , and /eIf-confident too', becauſe 
they Jove: naturally 0 expreſs themſelyes' wil 
an Aſſuredneſs, and are oft io bold as Cuncpny 
cern'd in the Sceptical humour of gthers ,) to 
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 $alkof tholg-bug-bearsio Rapcy, Evigence and | 
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(2) 
Demonſtration 5 But be aſlur'd, Sir, though they 
are not altogether ſo good-natur'd nor baſhfull 
as your timorous quivering Probabilities, which 
you phraſe modeſt, yet they are very juſt and 
honeſt; and, as they cannot Hatter you , ſonei- 
ther will they injure you in the leaſt. My other 
Obligation to Gratirude is the Kindneſs you 
have ſhew'd me; and', as Mr. Stillingfleet ayes 
very truly, throughout your Book, , whiich it were 
a Sin to deny. For I know no greater Kindzefs 
from one that oppoſes me than to write in ſuch 
a manner 'as to put himſef upon the preateft 
Diſadvantages imaginable to give me ſo many | . 
Advantages againſt him and his Cauſe. Nor ara | | 
T to expect your Intention ſhould go along with | , 
your Favours3z *tisabundant Kindneſs in an Ad- | . 
verſary that by his means I enjoy the reality of | / 
the Benefit 3 and this I have receiv'd from you, || , 

C 

\#, 


never to bee forgotten but with Ingratitude. 
As oft as you omit what's important, miſtake 
either voluntarily or weakly , triumph cauſlefly, 
injure me undeſervedly, cavill groundlefly, pre- 
varicate from the bulineſs purpoſely , revile bit- 
terly , jeer fillilyz or falſify and pervert my 
meaning or words palpably; ſo many reall 
Kindneſies you conferr upon your yu Servant, 
of which in this Letter of mine both to your (elf, 
and the world I here make my hearty Profeffionſ{-.. 
and Acknowledgment. J By 
2. And firſt Tam to give you very hambleſ: 
#hanks for totally waving to take notice of m 
os Let- 
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Letterto my Anſwerer. The whole ſcope of it 
was to requeſt you would hold to a Method 
which was evidently Conclefrue; that you would 
begin with ſome Firſ# Principles, and vouch 
them to bee,” as Firlt Principles ſhould bee , 
ſelf-evident > That .( as all 'Art and Common 
Sence gives it ) you would. not produce any 
Thing againſt Tradition till you ſhow it depends 
rot on Tradition' for its Certainty 5 that you 
would either confeſs your Teſtimonies unapt to 
Certify, or declare in what their virtue of Cer- 
rifying conſiſts, which muſt needs either ſhow 
them feeble if they be ſuch; of , if otherwiſe, 
enforceand ſtrengthen them : ,That you would 
| | fiphold your Arguments /atisfa@orv, that is, 
" | able to ſubdue the Underſtanding to Aſlent, and 
| ſhow us how they come by that virtue 3 with 
> | diverſe other Requeſts , not Preſcriptions as you 
* | call them, . onely trending to make a ſhort End 
© | of Controverſy by bringing Truth quickly to a 
> {clearing by the way of Principles. Now , who 
*" Biſccsnot that I had oblig'd my ſelf tothe ſame ſe- 
vere Laws of Concluding, by propolingthem to 
you 3 and ſo;, had you had any Principles wor- 
thy to be call'd ſuch , or the confidence in your 

auſe to venture upon aty Concluſive method, 
you had gain'd a notable . advantage againſt. 
me in laying hold of, that method and obliging 
ne to ſtand to it, becauſe'I was the Propoſer 
1eBf it. At leaſt you might have plead to have 
DYElown my Way Inconcluſive, and fubſticured: 
et-N A 2 and 
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and eſtabliſh'ta better, in caſe you had thought 
any Evident or Concluſive method your Advan- 
tage. But 'tis a manifeſt ſigne you judg'd any 
rigorous way of Concluding unſutable to your 
Cauſes and your own ncaa 3 and that to con- 
tinue {tul on Foot Inconclufive & endlefly-talk- 
ing wayes of Diſcourſe ,(asis yours, which con- 
fiſts, in being able to ſay a great many pretty 
plauſible any-things toevery thing) was more 
proportion'd and advantageous to your mode- 
rate , modeft, courteous and probable Faith 3 
whichis {Idare fay forit ) far from that Bold- 
neſs and Col coghtence as to talk of Principles, 
Evidence , Demonſtration , or even Certainty , 
unleſs minc't and allay'd with the Epithet Sufft- 
cient ; though yon will never ſhow us how ac- 
knowledg'd poſſzbility to be otherwiſe can ever 
convince us ſufficiently to Aſſent the thing 7s 
fo, or why a Capacity to bee falſe for any thing 
wee know, 1s not the very notion of Incertam- 
ty, and ſo meſt abuſively pinn'd to the notion 
of Certainty. Now, that you ſhould ſo perfeCt- 
ly wave ſpeaking to that Letter, it being parti» 
cularly directed to your ſelf, whereas the Book 
you pretend.to anſwer was notz the end aym'd 
at'in it being by all men's Confeſſion very im- 
portantly good, that is to ſhorten Controver- 
lies and bring our Diſputes to a period ; alſo the 
method of Diſcourſling being ( as Logick tells 
us) one of the precognoſcenda to the Diſcourſe 

it {elf , and ſo either Diſputant has right to ze- 
| 4 | QUIYE 
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09I, 
quire it ſhould be firſt treated of , though I civil- 
ly requeſted it of you - Laſtly , it being fo indit- 
ferently frain'd to your or my intereſt; or rather 
totally for his who had Truth or Grounds on 
his fide; that is, for you, were your canſe fo 
qualify'd 3 and, as ſuch , equally lik't by Judici- 
ous Proteſtants as well as Catholicks :Fhis being 
ſo , that you ſhould fo totally fleight and diſre- 
gard it in theſe circumſtances,isa clear argument 
you think it not ſafe to venture your cauſe and 
Credit upon Principles or any Evident or Con- 
cluſive method of diſcourſing ; and a plain Con- 
feſſion by way of Fa& that all your diſcourſe 
againſt my Book has neither Principles to ſubſilt 
by , nor Evidence to conclude by. Which ac- 
knowledgment of yours though tacitly and z- 
deſtly expreſt(tor you are a modeſt man 1n all your 
rational} performances , and onely very brag 
and brick when ſome jeſt haunts your fan- 
cy or when you are diſposd to flour and 
rail at the 7-pxdence of my aflertions ) 1s as 
high a favour as your great wit could have inven- 
ted; and fo I am bound to yeeld you a return of 
Infinit Thanks for it 5 which I beſeech you ac- 
cept in part of requitall , till I come to ſhow here- 
after out of the nature of that Letter that all your 
Probable talk in this Book had been marr'd in 
caſe you had yeelded to domethe reaſon which 
I there requeſted | 
3. Next I am to thank you heartily that yo 
begin yourImpugration with the moſt diſingenu- 
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(6) 
ous Cavill that perhaps has ever been heard pf 
Intending to frame my diſcourſe as plain and 
unexceptionable as I could concerning the Rule 
of Faith, I.declared ( page 4. ) that I intended 
220t rigorous definitions of either word , but onely 
to refle® on and make uſe of ſome Attributes, 
Predicates or Properties, which in the ſence of ſuch 
who intelligently uſe thoſe words,are apprehended 
to bee involved in or truly appertaining to their 
ſenification, 1 added that I:gave that caution 
to 4v0id miſtake and Cayill : which might enſue 
upon pretence of defining , but could not upon 
meerly predicating, ſo my propoſitions were 
true : This done, I begun with the plaineſt ſay- 
ings I could uſe, and thence drew on the proceſs 
of my diſcourſe by the moſt immediate ſtepst 
could invent. The tenour of my Firſt diſcourſe 
was thus: ARule ſignifies a thing which is able 
to regulate him- who uſes it , therefore it maſt 
haven it thoſe Qualities by which'tis able to do 
that it's proper. Effet ; therefore it muſt þee 
knowable as. to it'sexiſtence to the Perſons it is 
to regulates asalſo, it muſt be:knowable to 
have 1n it a vertue to regulate or guide them - 
right. Again, the word Faith being Equivocall, 
and ſometimes taken for Conſcience, | INT 
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for a ſtrong Truſt or. Reliance, ſometimes for Fi- 
delity or Honeſty &c. I had a mind to reſtrain 
It to our preſent purpoſe as it istaken for an'A(- 
ſent of the underſtanding upon Authority 3 
and ,ſo, expreſt my ſelf p.8. that, Faithis the 


fame 
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ſame with beleeving; thence I affirm'd ſomething 
of Divine Beleef, as much as would bring me to 
evince this that Faith in a Chriſtian Sence im- 
rted Knowledge of Supernaturall things; which 
1sall I aym'dat in this Branch of my diſcourſe.So 
that I uſd all the art and care I could to avoid 
Cavil.But Sr,l perceive to my comfort your Diſ- 
ingenuity ( which is one of your chiet kindnel: 
ſes ) is beyond all prevention. Firſt, you car 
by n9 means think my explication of thoſe Terms 
ſufficient p. 1. you ſhould have ſaid thoſe affi 
mations true , or, thoſe Predicates , truely pro- 
nounc't of the ſubjeR; for this isallI aym'dat, 
and not to compile Explicetions. Next, you ſay, 
this propoſition A Rule is to regulate or guide hin 
that uſes it , is 4 Diſcription; whichT beſeech 
you beleeve was never intended. Afterwards 
you complain I confound Rnle and Guide, by 
making regulating and guiding equivalent ; aud I 
defend my ſelf, that thoſe words being vulgarly 
confounded may without wronging Art be uſ'd 
ſo till wee have occaſion to diſtinguiſh them , 
which I have no where in my whole book - Nor 
hadIblam'd Mr. #hitby for this but thar in the 
very diſcourſe where he profeſt to diſtinguiſh 
Rule from Guide, he notwithſtanding, even 
there confounded their notions. Were I to diſ- 
tinguuſh them , I ſhould (if you would not be 
angry ) put this difference between them , that 
Guide hath ſomething Perſonall in its ſignificati- 


on, which Ryve abſtrafts from. But you proceed 
A4 with 
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with your kindneſſes ; and (pag. 2. ) call thoſe 


words my 42finition; though ( fo unparallelld is 
your candor ) you quote my words a little after 
that | inzended here no definitions: and then 
ſhew my, -ejrzrtion ( torſooth ) Faulty , becauſe 
F*e)] Engliltkmen for their clearer underſtanding 
this word, that'tis a Thing able to regulate &c. 
whereas regulate is leſs removed from the Latin & 
{>, leſs plain then Axle the word defined. Where+ 
as your ſelf know I meant not to define; and [ 
Weſccch you beleeve mee when Itell youl as 
Jittle meant to write to anyEngliſh-men that did 
' not underſtand the word Aegulate as well as the 
word Rule. Yet I muſt define whether I will or 
no, though there beno other occaſion why it 
ſhould be fo but onely that you might break a 
jeſt , which tickled your Fancy, and ſo your fin- 
gers itcht to putit down; 'Tisa Definition of 
your own parallel] to my counterfeited one, that 
a Law-giver is on? that hath the power of Legisla- 
tion; And in this you have hit right; for tis juſt 
ſ{uch another definition as mine was.” 
4. After this you bring in my otherDefinition 
( as you call it ) that Faith is the ſame with 
bekeving, and imwediatly add my words diſow- 
ning any ſayings of mine in this firſt diſcourſe to 
be definitions at all , as had you tranſcrib'da 
Iittle farther you might have let the Reader ſee 
more viltbly. 464, ſo kind you are, that my 
very not-intending to define which is alone able, 


/ 


one would think , to excuſe all the pretended 
faults 
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faults in my miſtaken definitions mult have 4 
little touch of a Cavill «notwithſtanding from 
that fertil wit of yours, which minds not deſerr 
nor mildeſer:, but follows it's own Genius, & in- 
differently pours out it felt meerly to ventits 
exuberancy. Now the reaſon why thoſe words 
Faith is the ſame with beleeving muſt needs bea 
Definition too, is Evident:you had another witty 
conceit came into your Fancy, which wasa 
Country-fellows Definition, ſaying that a7 Inva- 
ſion was as if hee ſhould ſay an Invaſion, which 
would not have fitted , unleſs you had made my 
words Faith is the ſame Beleeving a definition too; 
and it had been a thouſand pitties ſuch a pretty 
jeſt ſhou!d have been loſt. But, Sr. fince I ment 
to bring my notion from a more Equivocall to a 
leſs Equivocall word. & thence proceededas you 
call it )defining a great way farther,that is indeed 
predicating or affirming diverle other things in 
that þ. why you ſhould catch at my very firſt 
words, Faith is the ſame with beleeving , and 
. make that alone a Definition , negleCting all the 
following ones ,is impoſhiblefor ſuch dull heads 
as mine to divine 5 unleſs it were that the Coun- 
try-definition hada very great Aſcendent and 
Influence over your Conſcience and Sincerity as 
wellas your Fancv. 

5. This definition of mine ( to ſee how things 
will comeabour ) prts 1: in mind (p.3g. ) of 
my Firſt Principl-s, 4 te 3s a Rule, Faith is 
Faith, Upon which you caumph thus, This ie 

| ths 
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the right felf-evident method hee talks ſo much Fh 
and his Principles agree admirably well with 

nitions. If hee had proceeded in the Same Me- 
thod, and added that a Rule of Faith is a Rule 
of Faith , Orall Tradition i; Orall Tradition, 
ind that to ſay Orgll Tradition is the Rule of 
Faith is 4s much as to ſay Orall Tradition is the 
Rule of. F a6th,the whole buſmeſs had been concluded 
without any more ado, and I think, no body 
would have gone «bout to confute hing. Whata 
terrible thing it is to deal with your great Wits ! 
Let's ſee how a little honeſt plain Logick will 
diſſipate this vapour. To Conclude is to ſhow 
evidently that' two notions wee call the $ub- 
jet and Predicate are identify'd or connefted 
in that Propoſition we call the Concluſion. Tg 
do this wee find a Third notion , call'd a med;- 
x7 or Argument to bee identify 'd with thoſe 
two, whence wee infer them to be the ſame : 
but how ſhall wee know that third notion to 
bee identify'd with thoſe two. others , that is , 
how ſhall wee know the major and mjnor pro- 
poſitions to bee true? By finding another wed;. 
«1 conneted with them : And how far muſt 
this g9 on? Endleſly, orno ? Ifendlefly, fince 
every. following Connexion 1s prov'd by ſome 
foregoing ones, in caſe wee cannot come to ſee 
ſome-Firſt Connexion or Principle , wee could 
conelude or deduce. nothing. And how mult, 
weevidence the Connexion of the Terms (or 


of the Subjet and Predicate ) in theſe Firſt 
Piinciples? By another antecedent connexion 
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(11) 
of thoſe Terms with a Third ? No; for theſe | 
are ſuppos'd the Firſt Connexions. W herefore, : 
ſince they cannot be evidenc't by any thing out - 
of themſelves and yet muſt be Evident , elle 
nothing could bee evidenc't by them, it follows +. 
they 'muſt bee Evident of themſelves or ſel}. © 
Evident. And in what conſiſts this Self Eviderce ? i 
meerly in this that no wedinm, middle Term. 
or Argument can come between the notions of. 1 
their Subje&t and Predicate z which devolyes * | 
finally intothis , that the Subje@ and Predicate® } 
are perfe@ly the ſame notion : So that all Sci" * 
ence about any thing is finally refolv'd into the + 
nature or Eſſence of that thing, that 1s into |; 
that things being what it is , or which isall cone. F 
it's being the ſame with its ſelf, which your * 
great Learning laughs at. Hence , what is, is * 
or Every thing is what it is, asplajn and courſe 
azit looks, 1s the laſt reſort of all Evidence * 
in the world; and, in particular Sciences, that 
the Subject of that Science is what it 183 as thet 
manis a Man,. Quantity is Quantity, andſo,a 
Rule is a Rale, Faithis Faith, muſt principle all 
that can bee ſolidly concluded either aboyt 
Man, Quantity , Rule or Faith. 

6. Had you reflefted en any maxims of Art, 
and npt ſtood purſuing your affe&ed buffonerie 
when it became you to diſcourſe like a fold, | 
Scholler, you would have ſeen how little * 
ground you had fer your taunting non-ſence. 
To ſay that a ARyle is a Rnle is a Firſt Prineiplgs " 
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had not been held a juſt occaſion of giggling , 
much leſs had you been ſo indifcreet as-to pa- 
rallell my Concluiton Oral! Tradition is the 
Rule of Faith with my Principle 4 Rule is 2a 
Rule; or to put it upon mee that becauſe I 
make my Terms in my Principle felf-evidently 
Identicall, therefore I ought to do ſo in my 
Concluſion too 3 whereas your Conſcience tells 
- you and my whole Book informs the Reader 
I go ahout at leaſt to prove it 1n fo rigorous a 
method that as you fear to admit, and ſo wave 
ſpeaking to my Letter, ſo you and your fellow 
Probable-Chriſtians judge it your belt play to 
laugh at it. And 'tisa cheap way if you had a 
Fool to deal with who would let ſuch weak e- 
vaſions ſerve your turn. 

But let meeſumm up my obligations to you 
at preſent. You have manifeſtly fallify'd my In- 
tention : pretending FI meay't to define , when- 
as I expreſly difown'd it, Sure Footing p. 4. 
You omit to anſwer whether thoſe Propoſitions 
or Predications of mine bee true or falſe; and, 
if true, whether my Conſequences bee right or 
no3 Which was all your taſk at preſent : you 
lay the gull you have rais'd for your Ground, 
and thereupon cavill and flout all the way 
without ſenſe, reaſon, or the leaſt occaſion: 
You laugh at the nature of Firſt Principles , 
bewraying either your Ignorance of thoſe things 
on which all ſolid Diſcourſe can onely bee 
built, or your Neceſſity of ſcorning ſuch un- 
friendly 
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friendly Diſcoverers of your weakneſs: 8&, which 
is the worſt of all, you make this unſavoury 
kind of Talk, the firſt part of your Onſet, 
and thefirſt taſt you give your Reader of your 
Sincerity and depth of Reaſoning. And now, 
Sir, bee Judge your ſelf, whether the confeſ- 
ſing your ſelf thus amply to bee a difingenuous 
and weak Caviller, bee not ſtrangely obligin 
to your thankfull Servant. Really, Sir, Uleſ 
you will bee ſo good as to take the telling you 
candidly of your Faults to bee ſufficient Pay- 
ment, I am exceedingly afraid I ball live 
and dy in your debt. I could make good ſport 
with the word meaſure in your definition ( for 
you will define to excell mee though none re- 
quires it of: you ) but I dare not imitate you, 
nor pretend to ſo great a degree of witty and 
pleaſant Eloquence. Onely I will beg leave to 
tranſcribe your words which introduce your 
definitions p. 4. RejeFing then his way of defs- 
nition as inept and frivolous, and no wayes 
tending to give a clearer notion of things , 1 
ſhall endegpour to explain a little better (if T 
can ) the meqning of theſe Terms. And 
certainly, Sir, a man may with a little A- 
ſtrology prognoſticate your vidtory z, for you 


combat nothing but a Chimera your own brain- 


had coin'd. Inthe mean time 'tis another ſmall 
Kindneſs to ſhow your ſelf ſo yain as to build 


your own triumphs on a voluntary miſpriſion. 


But 
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had not been held a juſt occaſion of giggling , 
much leſs had you been ſo indifcreet as-to pa- 
rallell my Concluiton Orall Tradition is the 
Rule of Faith with my Principle 4 Rule is 4 
Rule; or to put it upon mee that becauſe I 
make my Terms in my Principle felf-evidently 
Identicall, therefore I ought to do ſo in my 
Concluſion too 3 whereas your Conſcience tells 
- you and my whole Book informs the Reader 
I go atout at leaſt to prove it 1n fo rigorous a 
method that as you fear to admit, and ſo wave 
ſpeaking to my Letter, ſo you and your fellow 
Probable-Ehriſtians judge it your beſt play to 
laugh at it. And 'tisa cheap way if you had a 
Fool to deal with who would let ſuch weak e- 
vaſions ſerve your turn. 

But let meeſumm up my obligations to you 
at preſent. You have manifeſtly fallify'd my In- 
tention : pretending I meay't to define , when- 
as I exprefly difown'd it, Sure Footing p. 4. 
You omit to anſwer whether thoſe Propoſitions 
or Predications of mine bee true or falſe; and, 
if true, whether my Conſequences bee right or 
no; Which was all your taſk at preſent : you 
lay the gull you have raisd for your Ground, 
and thereupon cavill and flout all the way 
without ſenſe, reaſon, or the leaſt occaſion: 
You laugh at the nature of Firſe Principles , 
bewraying either your Ignorance of thoſe things 
on which all ſolid Diſcourſe can onely bee 
built, or your Neceflity of ſcorning ſuch un- 
friendly 


(13) 
friendly Diſcoverers of your weakneſs: 8, which 
is the worſt of all, you make this unſavoury 
kind of Talk, the firſt part of your Onſet, 
and thefirſt taſt you give your Reader of your 
Sincerity and depth of Reaſoning. And now, 
Sir, bee Judge your ſelf, whether the confel- 
ſing your ſelf thus amply to bee a dilingenuous 
and weak Caviller , bee not ſtrangely obligin 

to your thankfull Servant. Really, Sir, nnleſ 
you will bee ſo good as to take the telling you 
candidly of your Faults to bee ſufficient Pay- 
ment, I am exceedingly afraid I ſball live 
and dy in your debt. I could make good ſport 
with the word meaſure in your definition ( for 
you will define to excell mee though none re- 
quires it of: you ) but I dare not imitate you, 
nor pretend to ſo great a degree of witty and 
pleaſant Eloquence. Onely I will beg leave to 
tranſcribe your words which introduce your 
definitions p. 4. RejeGing then his way of defi- 
nition as inept and frivolous, and no wayes 
tending to give a clearer notion of things , 1 
ſhall endeapour to explain a little better (if T 
can ) the meqning of: theſe Terms. And 
certainly , Sir, a man may with a little A- 
ſtrology prognoſticate your victory 3, for you 


combat nothing but a Chimera your own brain 


had coin'd. Inthe mean time 'tis another ſmall 
Kindneſs to ſhow your ſelf ſo yain as to build 


your own triumphs on a voluntary miſprilſion. 


But 
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But right or wrong you are reſoly'd to con» | ® 
quer , and I muſt have patience. 0 

7. I hop't when I came to your ſecond Se- || © 
ction your Reaſor which as your Friend Mr. $11. d 
lingfleet ( wh» hummes your Book as loud as || © 
you can do his for your heart) tells us ru#s 
throughout your Book, would have given ſome tl 
teſfite to your Kindneſſes, and my Thanks for || V 
them z but Idiſcern in this and your fullowing If 
Section that yonr very Reaſon it ſelf is com-. | © 
pounded of Kirdeſ7, and that your ſobereſt f 
;mpugnation of my diſcourſe is made up of || 1 
Groundlefs Cavills and ( which I am loath to Z 


fay 3 voluntary miſtakes. Iam ſorry to ſee it, | V 
becauſe I intended to throw afide the rubbiſh I 
of your Book in' this Letter , that in my An- b 
ſwer I might better lay openthe admirable Fa- t 
brick of your Diſcourſe, and have nothing || * 


there to do but to ſpeak to ſolid points. But. | © 
in this diſappointment I maſt behave my ſelf as 
well as I can, and your Goodneſs muſt help 
mee out by pardoning me if I omit to thank 
you for itnumerable Kindneſſes which are in- 
volv'd in-your Rational performances ,” till God 
givesme health and leaftre. : 
8. Youare pleas'd to honour me with a very 
loud and. heavy Calunny all over your Book, 
as reviling Scripture, _ , difgracing it , and 
what not. Now , Sr, Iufe alles diſtinguiſh in' 


Scripture the Serce of it frotri the Outward Letter, 
which diſtinQion if you admit not , I have no. 
more 
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more to do but to alledge experience confeſt by 
all, that many Sets who havethe outward Let- 
ter inform it with different Sences 3 which evi- 
dently argues a Diviſbility or Diſtintion be- 
tween that Letter and it's Sexce. Admitting then 
this Diſtintion, and that the 8txce of words is 
the Soul of, them ,TI cannot allow that Letter 
with any propriety to be called Gods »ord,unleſ3 
inform'd and enlivened with Gods Sence ; but 
onely dead CharaQters ; for ſincerely, Sr, I nevet 
ſaw a Bible creep about and move it ſelf that 
I ſhould call it , thatis, the paper and characters, 
Living. Now, taking thoſe Letters in complexiof 
with Gods Sernce, and, as inform'd by it, I chal- 
lenge your utmoſt ſpight which moſt of your 
book , eſpecially the end ofthis Seftion , ſhows 
tobe very bitter againſt me, whether you ever 
xead any man give a higher reſpect to thole Ora- 
les then my ſelf. See my words Sure-Footing 
p. 40. & 146. which you might Bave had the 
Candour to acknowledge. And as for the Author 
of Ruſbworths Dialogues whom you accule of 
the ſame crimes I know not whether you will 
take my word of no, but aflure thoſe who will, 
that when on occaſion I was moving him to 
write a Comment on the Fooks of the New 
Teſtament , he fhook his head and reply'd! 46h, 
Sr, do you know what yout a5k? They are ſo full 
of profound heavenly ſexce, that "tis beyond the 
Twit of man to declare it without injuring it ; aſlu- 
ring me it was to ſublime a task and _ 
; uc 
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ſuch perfetion of Science eſpecially Diviaitv., 
that he durſt not undertake it. I challenge you 


therefore as you hope to bee held an honeſt man, 
toſhow mee any one expreſſion in al! my writ- 
ings , whereI ſpeak of the Letter of Scripture in 
Complexion with it's Sence , ( which. onely is 
truly Gods word) ; otherwile then with high- 
eſt reverence ; nay of that very Letter as ma-. 
nag'd by any method of arriving at a Certain and 
determinate Sence of it but with reſpect. For 


otherwye the meer Letter of Scripture quoted by 


the-Devill and taken in his ſence is the Devills 
Word , not Gods , and for the ſame reaſon the 


ſame Letter cited hy you to ſignify your Sence 
is yourWord,(though you tell yourAuditors bold- . 


ly that all 1sGods Ford you talk out of thePulpit) 
unleſs you firſt makeEvident you adheretoaCer- 
tain method of interpreting it 11ght , which you 
{hall never evince; nay Certainer & Solider then 
is the living Voice and Practice of the Church 
Eflentiall , wbich you ſo laughat , and would 
perſwade your Readers to renounce and disÞe- 
teeve zt toadhereto yourGrammatical Quibbling 
& Criticiſms. So that all your anger at us inreality 
ſprings hence that we will, not let Tour Word bee 
taken for Gods, and honour'd ( torſooth ) and 
reverenc't with a ſacred and Divine veneration. 
Hence all this heat and foam of ill language. And, 
good reaſon, for this one point of not permitting 
your private Interpretations of Scripture that is 
your Word to be held Gods , ſo deeply cons 

| cErns 


—_—— 


<———— 


(17) 

cerns your ay pon, that , if this cheat bee 
ONCE diſcover » your ſelf, all the Books you 
write, nay all your whole Profeſſion ſignifies juſt 
Hothing. This ſhort. and plain Diſcourſe once un- 
derſtood by our Readers, as I hope it will, 
your fierce Calumny againſt mee as a Blaſphe- 
mous perſon devyolves to this that you venerate 
your own Talent or Fancy 1n fencing the Letter 
of Scripture 'as a moſt Sacred thing , nay place 
it in ſtead of the Holy Ghoſt who farſt diftated 
that Sence co the Divine Writers. And can you 
do mee a greater Kindneſs than to diſcover this, 
and bee fo highly concern'd for it ? 

- 9, You tell theReader p. 13. that whatever 
T attribute to Scripture for faſhion's ſake, or ( ſay 
you) to avoid Calumny with the vulgar , as hee 
ſayes very ingenionſly in this Explication of the 
15th, Corollary ;, nevertheleſs "tis plain that ac- 
cording to his own Hypotheſis , hee cannot but 
look wpor it as perfetly uſeleſs and pernicions. 
By which words you would make mee acknow- 
ledge I attribute nothing to Scripture but fo 
avoyd Calumny with the vulgar : whereas 10 the 
place you cite there is no ſuch matter. but on- 
ly that fome, of .our Controyertiſts ( not I |) 
condeſcended to the Proteſtants ffeight-way of 
quibbling out of Scripture, leſt they ſhould ca- 
lumniate them to delert Scripture ic ſelf. Bur 
this is your uſuall ſincerity. > 
. 16, Youquoted (after you bavedifcours't as 
if there could bee no uſe - Scripture: kelides 
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making it the Rule of Faith) And that it is in-' 
tolerably pernicious according to his Hypotheſis 
is plain, becauſe every ſilly upſtart hereſy fathers 
it ſelf upon it 3 and then quote for theſe words 
Sure-footing. p.40. Butlook there and one may 
read , I ſpeak of Scripture only as-H-manag'd 
by youz that is, putting it without any diſtin- 
(ion of the Perſons in the peoples hands, and lea- 
wing it to their Interpre tation to make uſe of it for 
a Rule of Faith, Now, it Scripture as miſ-ma- 
nag'd bearthe ſame notion with Scripture it ſelf, 
then you. have dealt very honeſtly, and done 
mce no Kindneſs in falfifying my intentions evi- 
dent from my words in that very place, and || 
inveighing againſt mee accordingly. Asfor your | 
next citation, that Scripture-words, not ſenc't, 
nor having any certain Interpreter ( under which 
notion [ expreſs my ſelf to take them ) are 
waxen-natur'd, that is, appliable to diverſe ſen- 
ces, 'tis fo beat out by manifeſt experience, 
that 'tis beyond Cavill to confute it 3 and the 
very Difputes between John Biddle and the Pro- 
teſtants is ſufficient to evinceit. But your Can: 
dour is pleaſed to confound Scripture's Letter 
taken as wnſenc't, with the ſame Letter asta- 
ken with it's true Sence , thatis, takenas God's 
Word ; and that Letter as taken without any 
Certain Interpreter ,. with the ſame Letter as 
certainly interpreted, and then who ſo abhomi- 
nable miſcreants as the poor Papiſts ; who muſt 
Þbeeforc't tEſay , not what themſelves in rea- 
» fad = lity 
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lity fay , but what their difingenuous ( though 
even therein kixd Adverſarics ) will needs have 
them ſay. | | 

- IT. Your third Seftion tells us that you are 
much puzled for Inſtances of Traditions Fol+ 
lowers differing in Faith 3 and you are fo put 
to it that you cannot Imean ( you will not ) 
diſtinguiſh between the Head of our Church 
ating as a Definer of Faith or Proceeder. upon 
Tradition, andatting as a prudent Governour. 
Pleaſe then to take notice how this Aﬀair of 
Cenſuring Books is manag'd. Diverſe Books , 
perhaps of twenty ſeveral] Authors areorder'd 
to bee- read over by ſome Divines, and their 
Judgments concerning them to bee given in, 
which they do : The Chiet Officers of the Church 
perhaps have twenty other things to handle that 
very day; and Themſelves haveneither leafure 
to peruſe the Books, nor diſcuſs the Propoſiti- 
ons3 Which coming clad in x Theologicall dreſs 
would'in Prudence require a great deal of deli- 
beration erc any of them were expreſly and par- 
ticularly to bee declar'd againſt with it's. pecu- 
liar Cenſure. All that the nature of their Cir- 
cumſtances permits them to do 1s to truſt thoſe 
Divines, and to proceed accordingly, to warn 
the Faithfullto beware of thoſe Books, in which 
they are inform'd there is ſuch danger. Sothat 
the motive thoſe Governoars proceed upon. 1s 
their care of preſerving the Faithfull untaint- 
ed, andthe Judgment of Divines , not Chri- 
£ B 2 ſtian 
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ſtian Tradition. And , what motive proceed 
thoſe 'Divines upon in theſe Cenfures ? Upon 
their beſt {kill as Divines ; thatis their beſt ſkill 
in drawing Conſequences; in which neither 
themſelves nor any elſe ſay they are Infallible z 
Thus much for the Cenſurers. Now come wee 
tothe Perſon cenſur'd and his Books, Ot what 
nature are they? Theologicall Diſcourſes. And 
what do ſuch Diſcourſes rely on formally? On 
Tradition? Nothing leſs : On this hee rely'd as 
a Beleever or Chriſtian , not asa Divine, but on 
his own humane {kill jn explicating Faith or it's 
Ground, and his talent in coding right Con» 
ſequences, in. which allo hee and every man 
Living is Fallible : You ſee, Sir, by this time 
the ripe fruits of your performance in this point, 
and = you have brought a worthy Inſtance of 
Difference amongſt Reliers on Tradition, ina 
paſlage wherein netther ſide rely on Tradition 
Oh, but they contradict one another in the ve- 
ry point of Tradition; *Iis your weak and un- 
proud conjecture ;3 and beſides you cannot (1 
mean ſtil}, will not ) diſtinguiſh between the $#b- 
ftaxce of Tradition ( that is the Infallibility of 
the Living Voice and Practice of the Church Eſ- 
ſentiall in conveying down uninterruptedly 
Chriſt's Dodrine ) and the Explicetion of it; 
ſhow the Church of Rome condemns the former 
and you have my free Confeſſion I am at a lofs 
for my Faith. But, though you ſhow ſhee con- 
demns and cenſures all the later, that isall the 
Ex- 
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Explications whether made by that Authour, 
my ſelf, or any other, yet, as long as ſhe con- 
demns :not the former , ſhee hath done nothin 
againſt Tradition; and ſo your wiſe Inſtance 1s 
ſpoil'd, asit was no other likely, being the weak- 
eſt you could have invented againſt Tradition, 
and the leaſt concerning itz in regard there is 
not one learned Catholick in the Church that 
looks upon the Ads of the Roman 9s in 
Cenfuring Books, as on Infallible Definitions of 
Faith. 

12. You'] ask, where lies the Fault in ſuch 
caſes 2 I anſwer, no where that I know 3 not 
in the Head of the Church, who acted the 
moſt prudently and carefully that could be in 
ſuch an affair; neither cenfuriog any- particular 
Propoſition , where there was no more Certaint 
to ground that Cenfſure, than the Judgment of 
ſome Divines 3 and yet providing by the Cauti- 
oa his cenſure imported that the conceived barm- 
fullneſs in thoſe Books might work no ill Effe&s: 
whence 'tis but an invidious preſumption of your 
own, that perhaps the Pope is cenſur'd for it in 
England. Nor, were thoſe Roman Divines Faul- . 
ty in caſe they judg'd ſecundum ultimum poten- 
1ie; but were bound in conſcience to give in 
to the Court what they thought. Again, thoſe 
Explications of Divinity-points looking new to 
them, and it being the naturall Genius of the 
Followers of Tradition to bee jealous of any thin 
that is new, and this not onely in Faith but alſo 
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in Explieationsof Faith, in regard thele pretend. 
a coherence and connexion with Faith it felf, it 


ſeemsto mee to ſound a laudable zeal both in. 


them and others to bee (uſpicious of and leſs a 
Friend at Firſt to what's zew , *till it bee farther 
lookt inte and appear innocent. Nor can I fay 'tis 


a Fault inthe perſon cenſur'd,in caſe hee ry | 


ly ment to write what he judg' d was truth and 
ſomoſt advantageous tothe Church , and ſuh- 
mits to the Orders of his Chief Eccealſtcall 
Superiour. You ſee, Sir, the whole caſe : 

which Iam larger becauſe you are kinder here 
than ordinary; and, your Inſtance falling pittiful- 
ly ſhort, you peece it out with Falſhoods(p. 22. ) 
that wee iz: England cenſure perhaps the Pope tor 
this Action;that the perſon cenſur'd diſobeyes the 
Summons of his Chief Paſtour >. that p. 24. 
the Governours of the Church do profeſſedly che- 
riſh Ignorance in the Generality of the Papiſts 
for the increapng their devotion. Theſe are 
grear fayours indeed ; you are too liberal), Six, 


andwill undo your ſelf unleſs you reſtrain your , 


hand from this profuſenels of kindneſs. 

Your 4th,S&}om.is all Reaſon,&(like the fore- 
golng onein which you laid your pou and 
fell to build )ſo, ſtrong and firm that it needs 
more. than an ordinary blaſt to blow it dawn. 
'Cherefore I conceive 'tis beſt to ſtay a while 


| and gajn more> breath, which 1s fomething ſhort 


wath mee at preſent. 


- 13. But your nit even kills me with Kind. 
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neſs, and acquaints the Reader with a dange- 
rous overlight of mine enough to overthrow my 
whole Book. *Tis this, that I make Tradi:- 
ons Certainty a Firſt and ſelf-evident Principle, 
and yet go about to demonſtrate itz which you 
ſoberly admoniſh mee to take heed how 7 tak it 
upon me 3 that Ariſtotle never demonſtrated Firſt 
Principles , becauſe they could not bee demonſtra- 
ted; that moſt prudent men are of Opinion that 
a ſelf evident - principle , of all things in the 
world, ſhould not bee demonſtrated , b:cauſe it 
weeds mot 5 you aſk , to what end ſhould a may 
write a Book to proove that , which every man 
muſt aſſent to without proof ſo ſoon as 'tis propoun. 
ded to hin &c, Now, Sr, in my mind you 
ihould onely have combated this, and have 
given no other Anſwer to my whole Book tut 
to this onely - for nothing can bee ſo ſencelcls 
nor fo umpertinent asto go about to proove that 
which that which can need no proof, nor con- 
ſequently leſs meriting an Anſwer. I would 
then, hadT been in your caſe, ' have thoug!:t ir 
my beſt and moſt honourable play , to oinit all 
counterfeitings of my Adverfarics delininy, 2 
thoſe multitudes of groundleſs Cavills, voiun- 
tary miſtaks, Calumnies, laughing at his F.rft 
Principles, Evidence , demonſtration , &c. 
together with all my wordiſh 'exceptions at 11» 
rumbling Rethorick , perching upon the natur: 
ofthings, and other ſuch expreſſions 5 and 
have folely apply'd my_ felf' to this one Folly 
| BZ ©VA- 
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evacuating. his whole Book and fo excuſing my 
Anſwer; Ana this you might have done with 
{:r greater hopes of conquering than in any of 
the reſt ; becauſe , that a Firft and ſelf-evident 
Principle cannot bee evidenc't ſeems fo clear 
that it even looks like a Firſt Principle it ſelf, 
of which no other part of your confuration has 
the jeaſt Countenanceor reſemblance : And be 
aſlur'd , Sr, ſince you would not uſe this ad- 
vantage againſt mee as you might, you ſhall 
never have mee uponthe like lock again. 

Caught in theſe ſtrezghts by your entangling 
Logick I endeavour my eſcape on this manner. 
Self-evidence is two-fold, Speculative and Prac- 
ticall, Speculative ſelf evidence ir that which 
cannot bee made Evident by any Speculation 
or Skill , butis known meerly by the common 
light of underſtanding + ſuch is that which is 
found in thoſe PrinciplesI dicourſt of before, 
which were therefore Self- evident ſpeculatively 
becauſe, their Subje& and Predicate being the 
very ſame notion, no other middlenotion could 
' come between them , by connexion with which 
they might bee ſhown conneRed with one ano- 
ther : You remember them I ſuppoſe; it was 
they that made you and your Friends ſuch ſport 
in your Book. PraGicall Self-evidence is that 
which wee are not thus imbu'd with by nature 
through the common light of Underſtanding, 
nor yet is it acquird by rationall Difcouries, 
(for thisis Evidenge. by-dedu@ion , not velfion 
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dence) butthat whichis ſtoln into us as it were 
at unawares by a common converſe with things 
inthis world , which all mankind in a manner 
even thoſe who are very rude are acquainted 
with, Examples of the former are ( it you have 
done laughing ) 4 Rule is a Rule, Faith is 
Faith , allo A whole ( or « part and more ) is 
wore than apart ; Or, is a part and more. Ex- 
amples of the later , for your better ſatisfacti- 
on , I propoſe three or four. One ſhall bee that 
io a ſquare ſpace 'tis a neerer way to go from one 
corner to that which is oppoſite, by the Dia- 
meter, than to go by the two ſides. Another 
ſhall bee that , things look leſs afar off and big- 
I neerer-hand. A third ſhall bee that (abſtra- 
cting from madneſs ) 'tis impoſhble Mr. T. or 
any other ſuch ( you ſee how kind I am to you) 
{hould take for his Text The Fool hath ſaid in 
his heart there isno God, and at the ſame time, 
and in the ſame circumſtances things ſtand now 
in Ergland,. ſhould preach Atheiſm and endea- 
vour to perſwade them out of that very Text, 
there is zo God, Thelaſt ſhall beethe Exiſtence 
of Q. Elizabeth or K. Henry the 8th. Now I af- 
firm that all theſe are Pradically-ſelf evident : 
for it was not by virtue of Speculative diſcour- 
{es the vulgar arriv'd to the Knowledge of theſe 
and ſuch like things ( as is evident by this that 
they know tot how to prove theſe, or give an 
account of their aſſent by way of evident diF- 
courſe) but by virtue of the common knows- 
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ledges of things in the world they are acquaint- 


ed with. Now what is thus ſe/f-evidert is fo far 
from being impoſſible to bee evidenc't Specula- 
tively that 'tis the proper task of Learned mer 
( by which T mean not thoſe tedious mighty 
menof Talk, who think it an excellent confa- 
tation of Sence to cavill at words and Expreſli- 
ons) to look into Nature, and diſcover or ( if 
you bee not offended ) demonſtrate what were 
the proper Cauſes which wrought thus, after a 
naturall manner, that Effe& call'd Certainty in 
rationa]l Souls as toall the aforeſaid particulars; 
which found, they will appear to bee the med;- 
#ms fit to demonſtrate that Effect, That this is 
ſo in the two firſt Examples , you are fo well 
Skilled in Exclid, & the mathematicks ( though 


one Prophet T. ſay's I have not read him) as to- 


know that notwithſtanding this Pradtical-ſelf- 
evidence all mankind hasof them, Mathema- 
ticians not withſtanding go about to demonſtrate 
them ſpeculatively without fearing to do a 
z:eedleſs ation , out of the nature of Quantity 3 
as I make account I could demonſtrate the 4th. 
& the 3d.too out of the nature of A4a#,or out of 
chis ( if you pleaſe) that a man is a man or 4 


rational] Creature , that is a Thing that acts 
not, if hee have the uſe of Reaſon, without a 
motive. 

To come nearer home, I concieve that 'tis 
to all unprejudic't and unpreoccupated Under- 
{tandings , as are all. Catholikes who have a 
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their Faith from ſkill but by the natnrall way of 
Education. —_— Pra@#ically, that the Do- 
rine deliver d now astaught by Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles, by ſuch as profeſs to have it by way 
of Tradition or uninterrupted Succeſtion from 
them, is truly their Doctrine 3 or, that the Cer- 
tainty of Traditions conveying down matters of 
Fact is practically-ſelf-evident 3 and thence I 
proceed to look ſpeculatively intothe Cauſes of 
ſuch an Aſſurance, and fo demonſtrate it. 
Which when I go about, I diſcover that, be- 
1des what aſcertain'd Humane Tradition in wit-. 
nefhing the Exiftence of Herry the 8th. or any 
other matter of Fact , infinite Advantages were 
found in Chriſtian Tradition enabling it to bring 
down the firſt-preach't Doftrine above what was 
tound in them. But I expatiate too far. 

I hope by this , Sir, youſee at length what 
my whole Book ayms at 3; though (good man) 
you were ſo taken up with cavilling at little 


wordiſh Exceptions you ſpy'd it nor before; 


thatis , to demonſtrate by way of 8peculation 
what I concetv'd before to bee ſelf-evident pra- 
Fically ; you ſee alſo at the ſame time how 
infinitely you oblige mee by profeſling your 
Ignorance of this point 3 for in ſo doing you 
profeſs withall that you are utterly Ignorant of 


what my whole Book meant. And , are not you - 
rarely qualify'd to bee-an Impugner of my 
Book , who are foperfely to ſeek in knowing , 7 


what's the main end it drives at? Is it not evident 
| hence 


- " Ha wu. - » ® 
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hence that your endeavours to confute mee cat 
never go to the bottom of the difficulty , but 
onely talk ſuperficially , that is wordiſhty and 
withall miſtakingly to ſome paſlages in it ? 
Surely, plain reaſon tells us in every ordinary 
affair that if oneman underſtands not the main 
end the otheraymsat, however hee may talk 
prettily and expreſs himſelf in good language, 
yet hee cannever ſpeak home and to the pur- 
poſe. And as this 1splain priori from it's pro- 
per Cauſe, your Ignorance of my main intent, 
ſo you haye abundantly demonſtrated the 
ſame &@ poſteriori in yeur whole Book 3 which 
no where ( asI hope to ſhow you hereafter ) 
begins at the bottom 3; but 1s wholly made up 
of a great many aiery gay prettineſles , ſuch as 
| beſt befits. one who mocks at Evidence and De- 
monſtration. But 'tis no matter your Friend 
Mr. Stillingfleet will extoll you for it the more, 
and the Generality of your party, who are ac- 
cuſtom'd and educated by you to looſe ſermo- 
nary Diſcourſes will like it-the better; whereas, 
had you profeſt the way of Evidence , you had 
been charaQer'd by him as monſtrouſly opinio- 
ated of your ſelf, and that kind of Readers, 
your onely admirers, would not have underſtood 

Ou. 
F 14. Your ſecond Part treats about the 
Properties of the Rule of Faith, and whether they 
agree ſolely to Orall Tradition. I afhgn'd ſeven 


of which you are pleas'd to miſtake quite no 
fewes 
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fewer than «//.But I muſt not here take notice to0 
much of your Keaſox, but of your Kindneſſes con- 
tradiſtioguiſht by your Friend Mr. Stillingfieet to 
your Reaſons, that is, which are Irrationall. 

You tell mee p. 57. that I might have learn'd 
ſomething from the ſame Authouf from whom 1 
borrow'd my Chief Properties of the Rule of Faith, 
if I bad but had the patience to bave confider'd his 
Explication of them. Surely , learned Sir, you 
have great ſkill in Judiciary Aſtrology 3 or clſe 
youdeal with Lilly, and Booker; or perhaps 
have an inchanted Glaſs which diſcovers to you 
all I do in my ſtudy. For you know exadly all 
Idothere;z nay which is yet more wonderfull; 
all Ido not, You know better than my felf 1 
never uſe toread the Fathers;you can pronounce 
fearleſly that I never read Euckd , and here 
you can tell to a hair where I borrow'd my 
Chief Preperties of the Rule of Faith , and that 
it wes Dr. Holden's Analyſis. What Mephoſte- 
philus xeveals theſe ſecrets to you ? But, Sir, 
[beg your pardon 3 I will not put this gift of 
yours mm ſcore : you are a Divine, and 
{ono doubt know theſe things by the Spirit of 
Prophecy 3 nor am Ia little proud to know that 
ſogreat a Prophets fo near related to mee by 
his Friendſhip and: Kindneſſes, Bat, Sir, take 
heed 3 even holy men and Prophers themſelves 
have been deceiv'd ſometimes, I need not quote 

Scripture to you, how a certain perſon offer'd 


and 


tobee a lying Spirit in themonth even of Prophets ,, © 
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and asfor your prefent Prophecy 1do faithfully 
aflare'you'that I never read a leaf in Dr. Hol- 
den's analzſts in my fe 3 nor knew, till your 
Book told+mee it, lee treated at all of- the Pro- 
pertics of the Rule of Faith. The occaſion of this 
neglett.wasthat. I was told hee went the way 
of Ruſhwarth's. Dialogues ,' which I made ac» 
count I comprehended iufficiently, and ſo mind- 
ednot to peruſe it. You ſee, Sir, what you gain 
by being perſonally affrontive; which you ex* 
ceedingly-aftect in your Book to:mee and others; 
and ſo {tydiouſly endeavour it that to find acca+ 
ſions for.jt , you {tick not to ſay the moſt falſe 
and unjuſtifable things rather than not humour 
that Infirmity of your Will. Now your Kindneſs 
in this-partinular carriage confiſts in this, that 
you diſcover plainly a reſolution to cavill though 
you engage your ſelf by that means to aflert 
things which. may eafily bee falſe, and which 


'tis impoſſible for you to prove or juſtiſy were ' 


they truez which ſignifies you are neither too 
civill, over honeſt , nor endow'd' with any ex- 
ceeding proportion of Prudence. But Mr. $Sti/- 
lingfieet likes you never the leſs for it, and per- 
baps will proclaim your praiſes the louder for 
your vitory , however atchiey'd by Stratagem. 
Dolas an virtus.--- | 

15. You are pleasd p. 60. to Cavill that the 
words ebſolutely aſcertainable to us ( are as you 
who are maſter of Langnage , and ſo may ſay 


any thing, deliver your ſelf) moſt contradifions- 


by 
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ly expreif. And why ? becaufe they import ; 
with reſpe# to us , without reſpeFto us : As if 
it were ſuch anunheard of thing that the word 
abſolutely ſhould ofttimes ſignify perfetly, as 
when wee fay abſolutely good an abſolute Work- 
man , Scholar, &c. And then beſeech you 
inform mee what Contradidion there is in 
ſaying the Rule of Faith is perfetly aſcertainable 
tous, Befides you ſhould af well have plac't the 
contradicts in the words abſolutely aſcertainable. 
For if it bee once fence that 1t1s abſolutely aſcer- 
tainable, 1t cannot bee illtoadde tas for the 
word aſcertainable impliesa reſpett to ſome or 
other. On this occaſion(that I may not-trouble 
my Reader often with fuich nitty- Exceptions; 
with which your Book abounds ) it were not 
amiſs to reflett how induſtrioufly- your friend 
Mr. Stil/ingfleet and you , who , as'tis moſt fit, 
eccho mutuall praiſes to one another, afte&t and 
purſue ſuch empty cavills; any miſplac't word 
whether ithappen through the Compoſitors let- 
ting 1t 1n,1na wrong place,or printing it whennot 
ſufticiently blotted out inthe originall ; any lefs 
propriety in an expreffion,occafion'd by the haſt 
I was in whenT writ my Appendix againſt hin ; 


which was ſent to the prels in looſe Quarters of ©: | 


ſheets 3 any Metaphor which light unſutableto 
your. Cavilling Genius , as that of perching, 
which makes your ſelf verry jollyly merry ; any 
pretended degree of obſcurity ina word, as that 
of Regulate in ſtead of Rylc 3 anpexorefiion that 
| ſounds 
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ſounds not roundly and terſely Rhetoricall, in 
a book in which I meant no Rhetorick at all - 
Theſe and divers others ſuch wordiſh Faults or 
no Faults, (tis all one with you } are judg'd 
mighty piecesof ignorance according tothe ge- 
nius of ſuch aiery kind of Schollarſhip;and great 
Triumphs made upon them. WherasI ſhould 
rather wiſh tocombat theinward meaning and 
ſence of a diſcourſe than it's outward dreſs 
or manner of expreſſion, provided the manner 
of expreſſing wrong not that ſence. Hence ex- 
cept mainly againſt the Titles of Mr. Stilling- 
fleets and Mr. Tillotſons books : It being both 
highly improper and abuſtve of the GoniGcation 
of words to call that a Rule which is Confeſledly 
poſſible to be Falſe , that is which poſhbly has 


no power im it to rule at allz andequally ab- Y 


ſurd to call that a Rationall Account of any 
thing which 1s built on no Furſt, that is Self: 
evident Principle, without which no rational! 
diſcourſe can ſubſilt nor Conclulton bee .de- 
duc't, as I thowd lately þ 5. Unleſs perhaps 
Mr. Stillingfleet takes Rationall as wee uſe the 
word reaſonable when. wee ſay a thing is reaſo- 
' zable ſtrong, that is wee hope it will hold, but 
| yet wee ſee not but itmay break. This is »y 
way. of excepting 3 but were My. T:/lotfor to 
work upon the word Aationalt'tis good luck hee 
| is Mr. Stillingfieets dedicated and dedicating 
: friend, for otherwiſe tis forty toonehewould have 


' about with hims And fizſt he would have m_ 
t 
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the Title of his Book, his Definition of itz and. 
then bave faPn foul with him for ſetting forti. « a 
Book to Engliſhmen and uling the word Rat 0:4 
which was zcerer the Latin, inſtead of the » - 
Reaſonable which was olain Engliſh , and to 
more intelligible to his Readers. 

But cnough of theſe Fooleries; *tis now high 
timeTreturn to my Friend and his Kindr« (ics, 
Your preſent one, Sir, (whichT acknowicdg- 
common to you and your Friend, and you 
ought to applaud one another for it) confilts it 
this : that by your magnifying and frequently 
inſilting upon exceptions againſt my words, not 
upon a Logical ſcore, becauſe they are Ecut- 
voca!l or injure the Sence wee are diſcuſling, 
but upon a Grammaticall, or Rhetoricall , that 
tsa Swperficiall account in which the point vun- 
der debate is no way concern'd, isa very hearty 
acknowledgmerit to your Reader that vou v bg 
Ire the atery oingling of words more than the 
ſolid ſubſtance of Sence 3 which &diſcove:s you, 
how much ſoever you have read, noted and 
(cribled : to bee very Empty of true Learninz 
or Science : This is a reall Kindneſs, Sir, and 1 
humbly thank you both for it, 

., Your ſecond Section and ſome following 
enes for the main part of them ſpeak nothing 
but pure Keaſor 3 1 mean in your way , that is 
fophiſfically and knowingly deforming every 
pallage you mect with. Yet to do you right 
Jou ſpeak a great Truth in the beginning of. 

C Y our 
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your # 4. p. 55. when you ſay, And thus I might 
trace bim through all the Properties of the Xnle 
of Faith ; fornothing is more Certain than that. 
Thus, that is, handling things as you do, one 
may do any thing, nay even write a Book 

againſt the Firſt Principles themſelves. The 
Rule of Faith being confelledly the mze2ns to ar- 
rive at the Points o Faith, and the Semce or 
meaning of Scriptare being the Poirts of Faith, 
it follows unavoldably that the Proteſtants muſt 
fay (if they will ſpeak fence) that the Rule of 

Faith muſt bee the ears to bring them to the 
Sence or meaning of Scripture 3 for which, ac- 
cording to them, the Letter of Scripture as f, 1g14- 
ficative , being ſufficient , 'tis conſequent they 


can onely mean by Rnle of Faith the Letter of 


Scripture 4s | ſegnificative of God's Sence or Points 
Faith. I beſeech you, Sir, what ſay you to this 
Ditourſe 2 Do you mnkver | 2 
you take Scripturc in ny other Sence for Rule 
of Faith than as thus conſider d, you do not 


confound the Rule of Faith with the Points of 


Faith? Not a jot. Nor's it your faſhion to ſpeak 
to my Reaſons, or Conſequences, Thus you an- 
ilwerd my Firſt Diſcourle , the moſt ſolid and 
moſt Fundamentall part of my Book 2? Defor- 
ning the plain ſayings T built on for Definitions , 
denying my conclulions in a following SeCtion , 
anu ſaying ſomething againſt them; but not a 
word | can find any where againſt the Proofs 
which uferr'd them , deduc't at Jarge there for 


or ſhow that, if 
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14. 0.9. together; that is from 2. tothe end, 
Your way of anſwering is generally when you 
are gravell'd with the Reaſon , to bring ſome »:- 
diculous Parallel], then laugh heartily and 
mock at that , and ſodiſcountenance the ccher, 
But here to do you right , you bring two very 
good ones , but the comfort '1s you underitood 
them not to bee ſuch , elſe wee ſhould not have 
had them; which you put a little oddly and then 
triumph , and think your ſelf victorious. Pray 
Sir, lend me your Parallells a while to manage. 
The firſt of them is found p.52. concerning 
which I thus diſcourſe. Taking the Statute-bo2% 
for the means to convey tous the Serce of that 
Book or the Laws, I mult ſtill fay you cannot 
mean by Statute-book the Sence of that Book or 
the Laws , that is that Book as conijoyn'd with 
it's Sexce , for ſo it would fignify that the fame 
Thing 1s a #zeazs to it ſelf, that 1s , is before and 
after it felt: you maſt onely mean then by St2- 
tute-bock , thus conlider'd , the Letter of that 
book as vet unfenc't , or contradiſtinguiſht from 
the ſame book as conjozr'd with its ſence 3 that 
is, the Letter of that Book as Significative, Thus 
I concerve it perfectly parallell to mine,and with- 
all very rational], But you make it amount to 
this p, G2. 1.13. That a Book cannot convey to 
a man the Knowledge of any matter , becauſe if tt 
aid it would convey to him the Thing to bee known. 
The later part of which is true though I'percieve 
you knory 1t not; for theſe words| Knowledee of 4 
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matter ] involves in their ſignification [| the thing 
Known | as if you reflect on your own words, 
Matter and Thing, you will quickly diſcover, 
But the Sophiſtry lies inthis , that when you ſay, 
« Book cannot convey, &e. you equivocate in the 
word Book, which I contend mult either be ta- 
ken for the Letter of it iz conjundion with the 
Sence which is the thing known, and then it can- 
not thus accepted , bee a means of arriving at 
the Knowledge of the Thing or the Thing as 
known, for then it would fgnify as much as if 
one ſhould ſay , the Letter with the thing known 
is the means of arriving at the thing known ; or 
elſe, it muſt bee taken for the Letter as Signifi- 
cative onely, or without the Sence, and ſoit may 
bee conceiv'd a way of arriving at that Serce 'tis 
judg'd apt to ſignify. But, Sir , your contending 
here againſt a thing ſo Evident has a great deal of 
reaſon for it ; you would have the outward Let- 
ter of Scripture confounded with the Senſe of it, 
that thoſe who hear you quote the Letter, may 
tbee fool'd to imagine you have ſtil] the Senſe 
200; whereas, ſhould theſe bee known to bear 
diſtintion, it would bee very obvious to que- 
ſt!on whether you ſpeak any thing of God's Word, 
orno , how much ſoever you have the outward 
Letter in your month and pen; Which reflext- 


on alone if it were confiderately weigh'd, would 
ſpoil all your writing and preaching too: For 
thus go your Firs Principles; The outward 


Letter lying in a book muſt firſt bee call'd God's 
| Word, 
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Ford, and held fo plainthat it cannot bee miſ- 
underftood ; and then the Sence you give it muſt 
needs bee held God's Sence; which politick 
Principles lay'd , I ſee not what you are inferi- 
Our tothoſe whom the Holy Ghoſt infpir'd ; and 
your ſayings are to have the ſame force, if the 

lot take, as the words of a Prophet or Evange- 
iſt, And who would not bee angry , fume and 
ake on againſt a Diſcourſe which is likely to de- 
veſt you of ſo conſiderable and beneiiciall a 
Prerogative ? 

Your ſecond Parallel] applies my Di- 
tinion concerning Scripture to Orall Traditi- 
n 3 for you havea ſpeciall Faculty of your own 
n making men contradict themſelvesz thus you 
6d a whole cluſter of our Authours p. 119,120. 
nd as for poor mee, if you take mee under- 
and I can ſcarce ſpeak a word- conſonantly. 
Now, Sir, wee are thus far agreed, and better 
*riends than you took us to bee that I allow your 
Parallell toatittle, and ſtick not at all to grant 
vhat you would force upon mee p. 63. that, 
Vhen T ſag Orall Tradition is the Rule of Faith , 
can onely mean by Orall Tradition the Living 
/oice and Prafice of the Church as apt to ſignify 
he Sence of Forefathers: and not the Sence, or 
hoſe Points of Faith which they are apt to ſignify. 
Allothat thoſe Words and PradGices taken for- 
nally as the wears to know Points of Faith are 
ontradiſtinguiſh't from that Sence, or thoſe 
Points, and oppos'd to it relatively as a means 
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15 oppo0s'd to an End; and therefore taken 4s 
conlider'd in this abſtraction and contradiſtin&i- 
on as 2 Means to caule their aCtuall Sence inus, 
{ iay thoſe Words and PraGtiſes are without Sence; 
in the lame manner as a Mears, taken formal- 
ly forſuch , is without the Fxd , and excludes 
it fromit's notion. All this I voluntarily grant, 
and lcalt you ſhould conceit your ſtrong Reaſon 
his brought mee to it, [let you know Þ ever took 
tizxem ſo formerly : See Sxre-footing p. 41. 2d. 
- dition ( which I ſtill intend to quote ), By 
Grall or PraGicall Tradition wee mean a delivery 
down from hand to hand. ( by Words and' a con- 
ſtant courſe of frequent and viſible Ations confor- 


able to thoſe Words ) of the Sence and Faith of 


Yorefathers. Where you fee I make Serce or 
Faith the thine deliver'd; and Words and ATions 
the Way of delivering : which therefore muſt 
needs. exclude one another formally, Yet you 
think you have gotten a notable advantage 
againtt mee by this Parallell Diſcourſe, tellin 
your Reader p. 63. When hee hath anſwer'd this 
Argument hee will have anſwer'd his own, A 
ſhrewd Opponent! who confutes mee by put- 
tlng mce to anfwer an Argumear, thinking it 
would puzzle me grievouſly, which is my own 
exprels , and avow'd Doctrine. Is not this a 
itrange miſtake ? 

But, Sir, let me reflect on my Obligations. 
Firſt you write a Book againſt Tradition , and 
yet diſcover plainly inthis laſt miſtake , you 
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underſtand not in what I put Tradition to con- 
fiſt , that is you impugn, I thank you, you 
know not what. Weeare like to find a wiſe con- 
futation of it when wee cometo examin it's 
rationall part , which ſtill miſſes in what's molt 
ſubſtantiall and fundamentall. Next, you revile 
mee all over as abuling Scripture for nnſexc't , 
or without Sence when wee ſpeak of it as your 
Rule of Faith 3 and yet you ſee now wee ſpeak 
the ſame of our own as to that point 53 which I 
am fure you think mee too highly venerate 3 
and your miltake ſprings hence that ( which ts 
a ſhame for a Schollar, efpecialy for one Mr. 
Stillineflcet lo highly praiſes ) you underſtand 
not the nature of A5StraFior ., and imagine and 
repreſent mec Lo lay "tis devord of ſence . ſenceles 
without ſence &c. Which I no where affirm of 
it abſolutely butast!'s abſtractedly conhider'd as a 
means to arrive at Sexce, and as ſo taken it mult 
not bee conceiv'd as having that Sence which 
tis 4 way to arrive at, Once more forall ( that 
I may clear your miſtakes to you }) know that 
wee make account there 1s the ſaine reaſon for 
our Rule's being onely fignihicative or a 
way to Sence , that1s, as ſuch zot-yet ſenc't, as 
for yours: but wee put the diflerence here that 
wee make account £ivimng voice and ConStant 
Practice of the circumſtant Faithfull -o- the 
Church Eflentiall 1s by our perpetuall comnverſe 
with them and other conveniencies ſo pertectly 
lipnificative of their ſence in deliver'd points or 
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points belonging to naturall Chriſtianity , thar 
ticy leave tothe Generality no poſſible ambi- 
Laity Or occalion of miltake; the perſons being 
alive to explain themſelves in any fuch Difh- 
culty, if their carriage and Exprefſions could 
poltibly leave any;zwheras the Letter of Scripture 
as left to be interpreted by private heads, is 
viven both by reaſon and Experience fo bee di- 
- {iy interpretable 3 and cannot by way of 
|:ving voice apply it ſelf pertinently to explain 
154 2 meaning whenit's ſence 1s perverted by 
any: bu liesat the mercy ofthe interpreters 
pret.ading to draw It jnto- different - faces, by 
]124ing one place to anotker, Criticizing, and 
other fallible knacks. - You makea greatnoiſe 
all over your Book as if wee would make God 
1nable to write intelligibly z but you beg the 
queſtion all the while , whichis whether God 
tended the Scripture for a Kyle of Faith or no ; 
for if not , then why 151t not as inte{ligible as it 
need bee ? Again , the queſtion is whether God 
Intended it for every private man to interpret, 
or rather that they ſhould hear the Church in 
that as well asin all things elſe belonging to 
Chriſtiaaity : If be did, then They ( not God ) 
lead themſelves ;uto errour though their Spiri+ 
tuall Pride, which makes them uſurp the 
Churches Prerogative. But Twretullian long 
ago has given you the beſt Anſwer ( de Preſcrip. 
Hzr. c. 39. ) Nec periclitor dicere ipfas quoque 
Scripturas fic eſſe ex Det voluntatec vpn ut 
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hereticis. materias ſubminiſtrarent 5 cun legam 
oportere hereſes eſſe que ſine Scripturis eſſe non 
poſſunt. Nor amT affraid to ſay that the Scrip- 
tures themſelves are ſo fram'd hy the will of God 
that they (hould afford matter to Hereticks 3 for 
Tread that there muſt bee Hereſjes , which with- 
out the Scriptures conld not bee, T hope now 
you are fatisfi'd that Tertullian is as great a 
Reviler of the Letter of Scripture as is your 
Friend 7T.S&. 

As for the point it ſelf itneeds no more to 
evince 1t tg any except verball Cavillers , but 
this; That Serxce 1s no where formally but in 
intelligent Things, that is, in our caſe onely 1n 
mens minds: nor can it bee otherwiſe in words 
then as in S7geres that 1s Sienificatively. Since 
then I deny nor but the proteſtants are to hold 
Scriptures Letter Apt to ſrenify Gods Sence , as 
15 ſeenSwre-footingp.13.the very pallage you cavil 
at, I wonder what you would have, or upon 
what Grounds you can require more. 

You proceed as if you meant to over- 
whelmn mee with your Favourss and tell the 
Reader p. 64.it is pleaſant to obſerve with what 
croſs and untoward Arguments hee goes about*to 
proove dead Charaders not to have the Properties 
of a Rule of Faith. May not one withour dan- 
ger of inhidelity fear, Sir, that as ſome vefſlels 
give every thing that comesinto thema tincture 
of the 11] fent with which they are imbu'd; fo 
every thing that palles into your Fancy gue 
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croſs and wntoward by a predominancy of thoſe 
Qualities there 2 You will give the Reader 2 
taſt or two you ſay, but the artificiall ſawce 
you adde to it will bee found to alter quitethe 
naturall one of the diſh it felf. 

The firſt taſt is that I fay It cannot bee evident 
thoſe Books were writ by men divinecly inſpir'd , 
till all the ſeeming ContradiGions bee ſoly'd.Upon 
this your fluent wit works thus. How can this 
bee an Argument againſi thoſe, wbo by Scriptures 
muſt mean unſenc't charatters, I had thought Con- 
tradiGions had been in the ſonſe of words not in 
the Letters and Chara@ers; but I perceive hee hath 
a peculiar Opinion that the four and twentyLetters 
contradid one another< Sir, I perceive you have 
been us'd formerly to bee hnmm'a at the Uni- 
verlity for breaking Jeſts when you ſhould diſ- 
pute, and have taken ſucha liking to the Grarde 
reps; of thoſe Applauſes, you cannot for your 
heart yet wean your ſelf of that merry pin of 
Fancy. But though you bee pleaſant as you 
fay and follow your ſport yet I muſt bee ſober 
and regard the profit of our Readers. I diſcourſe 
then thus. Contradictions are formally in mens 
minds, and frgnificetively in words. Since then 
in the very place you quarrell at I allow your 
Tenet to bee neceſlarily this , that thoſe Cha- 
raters are Sjgnificative of God's Senſe, my ditl- 
courſe runs evidently thus. Since Cod cannot 
tellaly, or, (which 15 all one, fignify a Contra- 
diction) if the Letter of Scripture cannot bee 

clear'd 
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clear'd from being Significative of Contradicti- 
ons it cannot bee held of God's enditing. See 
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you any occalion , Sir, in this plain diſcourſe £ 
which can deſerve ſuch mirth and triumph. You Is 
might have pleaſed then after my words that I 
the Proteſtants muſt mean by Scripture , unſenc't | 
Charaders, have added what imediatly fol- 2 
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lows there p. 13 with their Aptnes to ſrenify to. 
them aſſaredly Gods mind , which repeat again 
'nthe ſlameplace, and then where's the difhicul- 
ty? It being very good reaſon in my mind to 
ſay that Gods Spirit cannot order words to bee 
wricten which fignify a ly. -But this paſlage, 
dear Sir, ſhowes plainly you value honeſty and 
fair dealing much leſsthen your Jeſt , diſmem- 
bring a Sentence which ought neceliarily go all 
together, to gain a forry occaſton for your 
paſtime and merriment. 

The next #aſt yau give of mee 1s enough to 
give any Reader who loves tincerity a whole 
belly full of your manner of confuting. *Tis 
found p. 65. where you make mee ſay that the 
Scriptzre cannot bee the Rule of Faith, becauſe 
thoſe who are ta bee rul'd and exuided by the Scri- 
ptures Letter to Faith cannot bee Certain of the 
true S:nce of it. Upcn this you deſcant thus. 
Which 7s to ſay bat unſenc't Letters and Chara- 
ders cannot bee the Rule of Faith, becanſe the 
Fule of Faith mnit have a certain Sence , 
that is, wnſt not wee unſenc't Letters and Cha- 
raters > which in plain Eneliſh amounts 

to 
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to thus much, Vnſenc't Lejters and Charatters 
cannot bee the Rule of Faith , that they cannot. 
Here is not much r#mbling of Rhetorick, (as you 
call itp.'63. ) bauthere isa ſtrange jumbling of 
Sence. Let's ſee 1f I can ſet right what you 
have taken ſuch painsto diſorder.I diſcourſe then 
thus, Points of Faith are determinate Sences, and 
Faith is Certain 3 therefore the Way or Means to 
Faith, that 7s the Rule of Faith, muſt bee a Certain 
Way of arriving at thoſe determinate Sences : 
Theſe Sences (fay you Proteltants) are arriv'd at 
by theScripture'sLetter (1gnifying it to you,there- 
fore you mult bee Certain by 7t that thoſe Deter- 
minate Sences were mean't by God. Not that the 
Rule of Faith was thoſe Sences, but the Fayto 
them,and They the End of 7t, of which that Rule 
mult bee ſigniticative(as I all over expreſt )& ſo 
it was properly related to thoſe Sences as the 
thing Signify'd. Whence in proper Speech they 
are to.beecalled zts Sence; in the ſame manner 
as'tis calld my Hand-writing which my Hand 
writ, though neither my Hand 1s the writing, 
nor involves writing in any part of it's Definit)- 
on, but is diſtinguiſht from it as Caxſe from Ef 
fe&; nor yet does the Letter taken as the Way to 
Faith , or God's Sence , imply as any part of it 
ſelf the Sence *tis to cauſe in my Knowing Pow- 
er. If by this time you bee awake you will ſee 
how youwiltfully abuſe mee, and how far T am 
from tautologizing, which for a blind to avoid a 
more pertinent Anſwer you pretend. The pith 
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of the Cavill lies in thoſe words in your Deſcant3 
The Rule of Faith muſt have a certain Sence, that 
is ( as you put it upon mee ) zt muſt xot bee un- 
ſenc't Letters and CharaFers, or it muſt bee 
ſenet Letters, &c, Obſerve the words have and 
bee + the former of which means no more than 
when wee ſay a Cauſe muſt have an Effect 3 but 
wee do not therefore infer that the Cauſe taken 
as a Cauſe has i it ſelf that very Effect whichit 
produces in another; for Example, the Fire 
which cauſes or heats is not heated , not the Cold 
that cools cooled ; nor for the fame reaſon the 
Letters which are the Cauſe of Sence in us are not, 
as ſuch , ſexc't, thar is have not that very Effect 
in themſelves which they produce in another, 
viz, in the underſtanding: For 8enc't means 
made to bee underſtood, and they cannot bee 
made to bee underſtood , taken asſi gnificative or 
as the way to bee nnderſiood. | I hope by this you 
ſce how the Rule of Faith being FS. Means, Way 
or Cauſe of arriving at Faith or Sence may have 
a certain Sence, caus'd byit, as it's Eflect , 
and yet it felt not bee or x. the Effect it 
cauſes in another ; but for that very reaſon ex- 
clude it , and ſs bee arnſenc't ; but yet frenifica- 
tive, Or apt to bee ſent. 

After this follows the Triumph. And thus TI 
might trace him through all his Properties of the 
Rule of Faith. Which heartily yield too, and 
i beleeve my Reader that examinsthele Paſlages 


will t ee verily perſlwaded vot onslv that you zray 
do 
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doit, but that you will doit , 'tis ſo natural! 
i to you, and neceſſary to boot. Now:the great- 
e(t Favour you have done mee hercin is that by a 
few unſelected Paſſages you have lo acquainted 
our Readers with your manner of writing and | - 
what may bee expected from it, that it will ren- 
der it needleſs for mee to ſpend time in laying | 
you open any farther. Beſides I foreſce your 
\ Reaſon ( ſuch as it 1s ) begins tocome into play. 
Yet ſome few Favours ſcatter'd here and there, 
will, I fear, not ccaſe to ſollictt my Grati- 
tude. 


You drop ſome of them upon my Friends. 

Capt. Everard you lay (p75. ) or bis Friend 
affirm there are plain contradiGions in Scripture, | 

impoſſible to bee reconciÞd , and therefore Prote- 
ſtants ought to ſubmit to the Tnfallibility of the | 

Church; inſtancing in the third Series of Gene- 
rations. Aat. 1. faid there to bee forteer; yet, | 
counted . amount but to thirteen. And , has 

hce not good reaion? ſince neither can Scripture 

alone recommend it felt to an Unbeleever to bee 
of God's enditing 1t it bee found by him to bee 
ngnificative of irreconcileable Contradictions , 
and fo neegs the Churches Authority to aſcer- | 
tain it to bee ſuch 3 nor can wee have any ſecu- | 

rity ſuch ContradiQtions might not bee found in 
the main potats of Faith themſelves, did not 
the Churches Faith writ in her heart keep the , 
Letter of it ſafe from ſuch enormous Corruptl» þ 
ons. Yet you mult have your jelt, and to bring 
tc 
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it in you conſtantly miſtake on ſet purpoſe 3 
aſking ( p. 76. ) ifthe Tnfallibility of the Church 
can make Thirteen Fourteen : notwithſtanding 
you ſay p. 75- this difficulty has been ſufficiently 
ſatisfy'd by Commentators + I ſuppoſe therefore 
you judge thoſe Commentators have ſufficiently 
ſatisfg'd you that Thirteen are Fourteen : Any 
body can ſufficiently ſatisfy any difficulty with 
you , provided the Church and her Infallibility 
have no hand in it. On this occaſion I heleech 
you, Sir, give mee leave to aſk you what Com- 
mentator has reconcil d that moſt Evident Con- 
tradiction in your I ranflation of the Scripture. 
F.ook in your Pſalms put in the Book of Com- 
mon-Prayer, and there Pl. 105, v. 28. wee 
have theſe words; Hee ſent darkneſs and it was 
dark 5 and they were not obedient unto his word 
But inthe ſamePſalm and verſe put in the middle 
ofthe Bible , theſe : Hee ſent darkneſs and made 
it d:rk; aud they rebelled not againſt his word 
the former place faves they were not obedient 
the latter they were obedient. I ſuppole you 
conceit ( miſtaking the whole thing) your 
Church without Intallib:lity can reconcile thoſe 
things, which ours even with Infallibility is ata 
horrible puzzle with. 

Mr. Creſſy's turn 1s next 3 againſt whom you 
have many a fling, but one eſpecially p. 93. 
becauſe hee ſayes $chiſm 3s impoſſeble in our 
Church. Which you call abſurd and ludicrous 3 
you rell him hee cannot deny tut tis poſſuble for 
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mento break from our Communion : but that the 
Subtility of it lies here that therfore Schiſme j+ 
impoſſible in our Church, becauſe ſo ſoon as a 
man1s 4 Schiſmatick hee is out of it. This done, 
you aſk. And is it net at impoſſible in the Church 
of England # Si-, I muſt tell you your whole 
Book in a manner is compounded of putting 
tricks upon your - Adverſaries 3 that is putting 
their ſayings upon ſuch 4ccountsthey never inten- 
ded,8& then impugning your own fictions.*Tisnot 
on the impoſſibility of any going outof us, nor 
meerlybecauſe whenany one 1s out of ourChurch, 
hee is not init , wee ground the Neceſlity of 
our Ckurches Unity : 5 but in this that her nature 
and Conſtitution is ſo fram'd that ſhee can ad- 
mit no divilton in her Bowetls , but Keeps her 
ſelfdiſtinguiſhe from Aliens. It any one recede 
from Faith it muſt bee oy not hearing the preſent 
Churches living voice teaching him points which 
the Knowledge Practice and Enpreflicns of the 
Teachers determins and make Evident what 
they arezwhence his disbelect,it exprelt,is an Evi- 
dent matter of Fat whichis moſt apt to make a 
plain diſtinftion between the disbeleever and the 
Beleevers, and an Evidence beyond Cavilt 
for the Church Governours to proceed up=- 
on. This done ( as likewife in the caſe of 
high diſobedience againſt Church-Laws, or Go- 
vernours) ſhee Excommunicates, chat is fo- 
lemnly ſeparates the Schiſmatical! Offender 


from the Ohedicat Faithfall; Hence thoſe' 
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Faithfull look upon him as a Rebell or Outlaw 
or ( as our Saviour expreſſes) asa Heather or, 
Publican; no Church-offticer admits kim to 
Sacraments but upon his pennance and Satisfac- 
tion , nor aty Son ofthe Church will communi- 
cate with him in Sacred duties. - Pray you , 
Sir, is this the Temper of your Church of England? 
Your Ruleis the Letter of Scripture as conceiv'd 
ſignificative of Gods word , and thisto private 
underſtandings. Again you fay all neceſlary 
points of Faith ate plain in it , nay that nothing 
1s fundamentally neceflary - but what is plain 
there. Hence all that hold the Letter to bee 
plainly Expreſſeve of Gads Sence and intend to 
hold to what they conceive plain there, whe- 
ther Socinians , Anabaptilts , Independents or 
whatever other faftion, all. hold to your Rule of 
Faith, and ſo are all Proteſtants. For,it you would 
ty any of theſe to any determinable points, you 
force them from the Rule of Faith, Scripture 4s 
ſeeming plain to them, and would inſtead thereot 
bring them to a reliance on yourJudgement. And 
it you would puniſh them tor not doing it, you 
cannot evidence their Fault by way of matter of 
FaF, that ſo you may proceed upon it 3 for, 
as long as they profeſs their intention to hold to 
what ſeems plain tothem in Scripture , and that 
your Text ſcems leſs . plain to them there than 
their own, you oughtnot to proceed againſt 
them Eccleſiaſtically without diſannulling your 
avowed Rule of Faith, And your carriag? 
'Þ exe- 


(59). 
executes accordingly neither ufing Churchediſci- 
pline againſt them for Tenets, nor yet for deny- 
ing or diſobeying your Goverment, Epiſcopacy, 
though)held by you divinely inſtituted > When 
did you put any diſtinction by any ſolemn Eccle- 
ſiaſtical declaration betweerran Anabaptiſt, Preſ- 
byterian, Socinian &c. and yourſelves? When 
did you excommunicate them be warn the purer 
Proteſtants by any Publick Ecclefiaſticall A& 
not to joyn with them in Sacred Offices, but to 
look * upon them as Aliens? Might not any of 
them come to receive the Cominunion., if hee 
would ? or has any diſcipline paſt upon him to 
debar him from being admitted ? None that 
wee ſee. Your Party then is indeed no Eccle- 
fiaſticall body, cohering by Unity of Tenets or 
Government , buta Medly rather coniiſting of 
men of any tenet almoſt , and ſo bears divifion , 
diſunion and Schiſm, that is, the Formal cauſe of 
n0n-Entity of a Charch , in it's very Bowells. 

Theſe two flams of yours, are, Sir, the 
Favonrs you have done my Friends ; and I can 
onely tell you in a country complement , I thank 

you as much for them , as if you had done them 
to my ſelf. Wo 

Secing your Reaſon begin to play it's part 
bravely in the following part of your Book , I 
thoughtI had done my duty of Thaxking : but 
I percieve one” main Engin your Reaſon made 
uſe of was to make mee perpetually comtraditt 
myſfelt. And this you perform'd by lingling a 
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few words out of my Book from their fellows, 
introducing them in other circumſtances , and 
/> foalmoſtineveryCiration fallifying my Intenti- 
ons; and this purpoſely, as will bee ſeen by this 
that you pratis'd defigne and Artifice in brin: - 
ing it about. This obliges mee, in ſtead of mak. 
ing an End , toreturn back; and toſhow how 
fincerly you have us'd meein almoſt all-your 
Citation. ; ; +3: JOE? 
[ omit your falſe pretence that I mein't to 
define, contrary to my expreſs words. Ab--<3 
;'” , Youtell your Reader p. 11. "That if any pre- 
| ſumeto ſay this Book, ( Scripture ) depends not 
, on Tradition for it's Sente, then. the moſt ſcur- 
rilous language is nut bad enowgh: then are 
thoſe '. Sacred writings but Ink variouſly fi- 
> gurd ir a Book , quoting for thoſe. words 
App. 4th. p. 319. But if wee look-there, not 
' 42 word is there found of it's depending or 
| not depending on Tradition for it's Sence nor of 
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making that the Canſe why I usd thoſe words 
you objec, & cite forit 3 but onely that whereas 
my Lord of -Downs fayes his Faith has for its ob- 
je& the Scriptures , I tell him that fince he means 
not by the word &cripture any determinate Sence 
| ( whichisthe formall parts of words ) hee muſt 
{/ mean the CharaFers or Ink thus fignr'd in a Book, 
as is evident; there being nothing imaginable in 
them befiaes the ratter and the form which , 
> every Schollar knows, compound the thing: 
. This being then the plain renour of my diſcourſe 
| | D 2 | thereg 
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there, and not the leaſt word of Tradition ſer- 
cing Scripture. Whatever the Truth of the Thing 
is, 'tis evident you have abusd my words as {#4 
found in the place you cite. 

My Citation p. 12. which abſtrafts from what 
ſecurity wee can have of thoſe parts of Scripture 
which concern not Faith, you will needs re- 
itrain to fignifie vo ſecurity at all either of Letter 
or Sence + Which is neither found in my words |! 
nor meaning. | 

How you . have abus'd my words | #0 avoid 
Calumny with: the Vulgar }] cited by you p. 13. 
as alſo the former of thoſe cited p. 14. I have al>» _ 
ready ſhown $..9,and 10. F\ 

P. 17. You quote my words, '77s certain the 

- Apoſiles taught the ſame Dodrine they writ , 
whence you inferthey - writ the ſame Doctrine 
they taught. Which your introducing Diſcourſe 

. would make to fignifie ar Equality of Extent in 
Writing and Tradition, by ſaying I grant this 
Dodrine (which ſ1gnihes there the Firſt deliver'd 
Doctrine ) w4s afterwards by the Apoftles com- 
mitted to writing. Whereas, whoever reads 
my 29th. Cor. will ſee I can onely mean by the 
word ſame DoGrine , a not-different DoCtrine., 
Whatever the truth of the point is, this ſhows 
you have ag havituall imperfection not to let the 
words you cite ſignifie as the Authour evidently 

Jneant them, but you muſt bee ſcruing them to 
{ſerve your own turn, 

You quote mee p. 36. to ſay , that Primitive 
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Antiquity learn'd their Faith by another method 
a long time before many of thoſe Books were uni- 
werſally ſpread amongſt the Vulgar. The ſumme 
of your Anſwer is , that when the Apoſtles who 
did miracles were dead , Writing then became 
needfuH : But that in thoſe Circumſtances Orall 
Tradition was a ſufficient way of conveying 4 
DoFrine: What Inote is that you ended your 
citation at the words | before thoſe Books were 
wniverſally ſpread amoneſt the Vulger ] but had 
ou added what follow'd immediately to com- 
pleat that period., | much leſs the Catalogue col- 
leFed and acknowledged | you had been put to 
confeſs too that Tradition was a ſufficiext way for 
diverſe Ages after the Apoſtles were dead, which 
had been little favourable to your Tenct: [ com- 
plain then that by citing inee by halves , as you 
dofrequently , you flip the anſwering better half 
of my Arguments 3 and, here-particularly, as 
appears by the words [| ewwcb leſs } that partin 
which put the woſt force. | 
P. 41. You put mee to ſay expreſly that Tra- 
dition is the beſt way imaginable to convey down 
ſach Laws tous, Now if by the word ſuch, you 
onely meant ſuch as it concerns every man to bee 
skIfull in, and had fo expreſt it , you had done 
well, fortis my poſitionz but you had brought 
an il]-reſembling Inſtance of Magna Charta , 
and make mee ſeem toallow your Inſtance, and 
to afhrm Tradition is the beſt way to bring down 
Magna Charta, as appears by your words. Mr.S. 
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ſaith expreſly it is; but how truly I «ppeal to the 
Experience , and the wiſedome of our Lew-givers 
who ſeem to think. otherwiſe , making my word 
ſuch, mean ſuch as ſage Charts, which is far 
from my meaning : inregard I judge not Magna 
Charta a thing tn which 'tis every man's par- 
ticular 'concern to- bee ſkilfull-in, but Lawyers 
onely whom others truſt 5 few in Exgl2nd, but 
they being thoroughly acquainted with the Laws - '! 
found there. - Take your own Liberty, Sir, in * 
making Parallels ('tis my Advantage you 
ſhould , yow pick out ſuch aukward ones) but 
when you have made them, do not. diſingena- 
ouſly put them-upon mee ,''and quote mee to ſzy 
them expreſly. i Thus you uſe my words , Why 
may n0t hee miſtruſt his own Eyes, which ('p. 16, 
and 17.) were apply'd by mee to the bulineſs 
of miſtaking or not miſtaking ir tranſcribing per» 
fetly a whole Book or correcting the Preſs, in 
which, we daily experience: :miſcarriage.3 but 
you apply theſe words. toygur own ſengele(s Pa- 
rallell of ſeeing the. City of Rowe p: 83, and then 
by ſuch an application endeavour to make them 
ſeem ridiculous,” as they muſt necds for you had 
diſcourlt ridiculoutly,and by making them part 
of your Diſcourſe, and not taking them as any 
part of mine, had made them ſo too. I could 
inſtance in many others of this nature , but 1 
am too Jong already. oF 

P. 61. being to ſtate the point, you alledge 
my words Sxre>footing p. 13. That the m_ 
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ftanty cannot by [| 8criptures ] mean the Sence 
of thew , but the Book, that is, ſuch or ſuch 
Charad@ers not yet ſenc't or interpreted. And there 
you ſtop 3 my immediately following words ex- 
plaining my meaning are theſe: that is, ſuch 
and ſuch CharaGers in a Book with their Aptneſs 
to ſignifie to them aſſuredly God's mind, or aſcer- 
tain them of their Faith, And this Explication 
you omit 3 which had been nothing had you not 
made an ill uſe of that omiſſion 3 but your Ca- 
vills afterwards , and the loud out-cries in your 
Book 11 many places, of a ſenceleſs Book, my 
Ignorance of yourTeret, & what not,are all groun- 
ded ypon your own fly omitting thoſe words in 
' which 1expreſt yourTenet to bee, that thoſe Cha- 
rafters were ſignificative of your Faith; & I won- 
der what elſe you would havea Rule of Faithto 
bee but a Mear's to fignifie to you God's Sence, or 
if the Faith Chriſt taught thoſe inſpir'd Writers. It 
' was oneof my requeſts inmy Letter that wee 
might agree to acknowledge what was Truthin 
one another's Books 5 but you uſe all the Arts 
Infincerity can ſuggeſt to deprave, wreſt or di- 
miviſh my words , rather than I ſhould appear 
| toſpeak reaſon in any thing. All muſt bee mon- 
ſftrous1n your Adverlary when your pregnant 
Fancy and dextrous pencil come to delineate itz 
|" which ſhews indeed much crafty wit, butl 
doubt the Reader will think it argues not too 
y much Honeſty . | 
I afftirm'd S»re-footing p. 17. that the numerons 
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| C omments writ upou the Scripture and the infinite 
| | Difputes about the Sence of it ever in moſt COn- 
cerning points , as in that of Chriſt's Divinity 
[| beat it out ſo plain to ms that this ( to wit to find 
out a Certain Sence of Scripture by their Inter- 
pretation )) is not the task of the Vulgar , that" tis 
| perfed@ phrenzy to deny it,which you quote p.85. 
| and diverſe other places , leaving out ſtill my 
| words and ſence that |_ this is not the task, of the 
| Vulgar; ] ( upon which that whole þ proceeds ) | | 
and-impugning it accordingly : See your own *": 
words p.86.making mee ſay The Proteſtants can+ 4 
wot bee certain of the true Sence of it, asif Prote= {| 
ſtants and YVulgar were the ſamenotion : Allo p. 
86. Hee tells ws (lay you) the wumerons Com- 
ments upon Scripture are an Evidence that no 
man can bee Certain of the true Sence of it. This 
improvesitinto a very ample Falſification, for 
the -word' | zo mar | excludes all Catholikes 
too, and indeed all the world, however pro- 
ceeding tointerpret It 5 wheteas I onely engage 
in the place cited againſt the Yulgar,. And, after 
you have ended you Confute all built on your 
own omiſlion of thoſe important words ; you 
{ingle out ( after your old faſhion ) twoor three 
of my words | *tis perfe@ phrens,y to deny it Jand 
call it, a het phraſe ; whereas 'tis very luke-warm 
taken inthe occaſion I ſpoke it 3 namely that the 
/ulgar could not bee certainof the right Inter- 
pretation of Scripture , lince even Learned Com- 
mentators fp [trapgely ditfier'd about it. How you 
" TP Fee p | will 
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(92) -_ 
will clear your ſelf of this &z#d Infincerity with- 
out caſting a miſt before- men's eyes , that they 
cannot read right , I cannot in your behalf ima- 
in. | NE 
6 P. 104, You quote mee twice as endeavour- 
ing to prove that men may ſafely rely ona gene- 


rall and uncontroll'd Tradition. Which, though 


you pretend not my words , yet I count it an in- 
jury to impoſe upon mee ſuch a Sence, Uncon- 
trol d joyn'd to Tradition is ſuch another Epi- 
thet as Sufficient joyn'd by you to Certainty. I, 
who contend for the abſolxte Certainty of Faith, 
would ſay Uncontrollable, not Uncontroll'd ; 
for a thing may be Uncontroll'd meerly becauſe 
it had the good Fortune that none had occaſion 
to look into it , and focontroll it : whereas no- 
thing can bee Uncontrollable but by virtue of 
it's Grounds 'tis built on, preſerving it from a 
Poſhbility of ever being controll'd. Your in- 
tent in producing thoſe two Citations from mee 
15 as you declare 1t p. 105.1s to ſhow the Unhap- 
pineſs of my Demonſtrations, that in order to 
demonitrate the uncertainty of Books and Wri- 
tings wuſt ſuppoſe all thoſe Principles to bee uncer- 
tain which (T) take to bee ſelf-evident and un- 
queſtionable when I am to demonſtrate the Infalli- 


| bility of Orall Tradition. A hard: caſe! yetit 


will bee harder to come of, for you-never are 
more powerfull than when you uſe your wit to 
make Authours fall out with one agother , and 
unnaturall mee with my ſelf. But to the point : 
=o i Fl | In 


(53) 

Iothe firlt Citation I ſay, The? the common courſe 

of humane Converſation makes it a madneſs not to 

beleeve great multitudes of Kyowers, ---.-8&c. 
| But I add Swre-footing p. 49. what you omit, | 

I! that iz the way of Tradition all Deliverers or im- | 

Il mediate Forefathers are Knowers,--+----all the 

| | Knowledge requiſit being of what they were taught 

| and pratic't accordingly all their liver. 1 be- 

lh ſcech you , $ir, are thoſe greet mnltitudes of | 

\ immediate Forefathers Knowers when they deli- 

j' ver down a Book for aright ones that is, do 

| they all &zow the Tranſlation is right made, the 

| Copyright printed or written, and allthe Per- 

| viſits which are ncedfull that they may bee tru- 
y laid to krow this Book is rightly qualify'd. 

* —- You ſee then how far Tain from contradifting 
my {elf, unlef you ſhow that I hold all Recom- 
menders or Accepters of a Book to bee Know- 
ers, as they are of the practicall Dodrine they 
were bred and brought upto , which I neither 
do, norcanwith any Sence profeſs. The Rea- 
deralſo will ce that the ſtratagem by virtue of , 
which you made mee contradict my ſelf , was 
your omitting thoſe wordsof mine which.made 
the contrery clear, | 

| The next place you cite p.104. from mee to 

| the-lame purpole, is this, that none but madmen 

car ſuſpet deceit where ſuch multitudes agree 
un enimouſly in a matter of FaF. Now the 
words avultitndes , mean all their immedi» 
«te Fore-fathers qualifid as Kwowers , asT exoreſt 
| my 
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(39) 
myſelf a little before, which will veryill ſute you 
purpoſe, in regard the mattersof Fact employ'd 
about the delivering a right Book, as in tran(la+ 
ting , tranſcribing , pointing right 8&c, of which 
their Sences onely can make them Knowers, are 
ſoinumerable, and minute, & yet ſuch that very 
great miſcarriages may enſue upon a very little 
over-fight, that to think all Forefathers,can kow 
no Fault in any of theſe interven'd,is ſuch anex- 
travagant conceit , that onely a moſt obſtinate 
paſſion could make a rationall ſoul 'entertaia it. 
The poiat is at preſent that you atie&t to repre- 
ſent mee to the halt pa't, and by that art you 


take- mee up perpetually before Þ bee down 


Forie is not an agreement in ay matterof Fact, 
but in ſuch a one as' may. bee known by all, in 
which I place the force of being able to oblige 
others co a{lent to cheirpropolatl 414919 
* Youtreat mee far worſe p. 105. making mee 
fay that 'the Providence of God is no ſecurity 
againſt thoſe Contingencies the Sevipture is liable 
fo, becauſe wee cannot bee certain of the divine 
Providence or Affeſtance to bis Church but by the 
Letter of Scripture ; which is toput upon mee 
a ridiculous Argument, making meeinfer there 
is no ſuch Aſſiſtance , from this, that wee cannot 
bee Certain of it but ſach a way. Whereas 
Common ſence tells every one that our Certainty 
being an Effe@ of the Thing's Exiſtence, muſt 
depend indeed on their Exiſtence, in regard we 
cannot bee Certain of what i »ot; But the 
bas! | things 


(60 ) 

things can exii# whether wee bee Certain of 
them orno; I athrm then and charge upon you 
that I hayeno where either ſuch words or ſence 
io my whole book as you with a ſtrange precipi- 
tancy (to fay no worſe ) affirm p. 104. that I 
tell you Sure-footivg p. 18. where my diſcourſe 
onely pretends to ſhow that, who will argue or- 
derly muſt firſt bee Certain of that on which hee 
builds his Concluſion ere hee aflerts the Con- 
cluſion it ſelf; This was the tenour of my- dil- 
courſe there which I conceive to bee evident be- 
yond Cavill. IfI err'd any where 'twasin ſup- 
poling you onely took from Scripture that God 
aſſiſted his Church in preſerving a right Copy of 
Scripture and therefore argu'd prepoſteroully it 
you inferrd, . God has a Providence _ over his 
Church in preſerving right Scripture , therefore 
'tis preſerv'd right. - But thisI ſpoke onely with 
an If, and beſides had good grounds for it : For 
I conceiv'd there being but two wayes to know 
this, by Revelation which you profeſs to have 
onely by way of Scripturez and by. naturall 
Reaſon, whence you could not have it : For 
however meer nature might teach it's exact 
Followers there wasa God ,, and that hee had 
Providence over his Creatures, (as it taught 
Socrates, Jeneca and ſuch like ) yet I remember 
not that wee have any Ground to ſay meerna- 
ture inform'd any, God had a Church, much leſs 
that there was nv way to Provide for her conti- 
nuance in Faith , or deriving his Doctrine down 

in 


(WET 
in her , but by way of Books. Hence I conclu- 
ded and conclude ftill it muſt bee either by 
Scripture or no way you can know God has ſuch 
a kind of Providence over his Church. 

You are pleaſed to tell your Reader p. 119. 
that this Principle [ That in matters of Religion 
a man cannot bee reaſonably ſatisfy d with any 
thing leſs than that Infallible Aſſurance which is 
wrought by Demonſtration |, is the main Pillar 
of Mr. S's. Book; whereas I aſſure you, Sir, 
the laſt part of the kind flur you put upon mee, 
[ which is wrought by Demenſiretion? Was never 
either my words nor ſence 3 neither Pillar nor the 
leaſt part of Swre-footing : wherefore, as you 
put thoſe words in a different Letter for mine , 
ſoyou had done well to have put down the place 
too where thoſe words were found 3 which you 
wiſely omitted. IfThad affirm'd that that 4ſn- 
rance which grounds Faith muſt bee wrought by 
Demonſtration , how ſhould pretend the Yut- 
gar can bee ſav'd who are manifeſtly incapable 
of Demonſtration , as I alſo frequently acknow- 
ledge. Underſtand then my Tenet at length, 
which you ought to have done e're you begun 
to write againſt itz but that to uſe your own. 
words you thought it an abſurd ard ridiculous 
Study to bend your brains toread my Book as you 
would do Enclid p. 292. which yet is no more but 
to conſider attentively my Principles and my ' 
Conſequences. My Tenet is that all the Faith- 
full have, and thoſe who ſegk after Faith may 


have 
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(60 ) | 
things can exii# whether wee bee Certain of 
them orno; I affirm then and charge upon you 
that I haveno where either ſuch words or ſence 
io my whole book as you with a ſtrange precipi- 
tancy (to fay no worſe ) affirm p. 104. that I 
tell you Sure-ſaoting p. 18. where my diſcourſe | 
onely pretends to ſhow that, who will argue or- 
derly mult firſt bee Certain of that on which hee 
builds his Concluſion ers hee aflerts the Con- 
cluſion it ſelf; This was the tenour of my dil- 
courle there which I conceive to bee evident be- 
yond Cavill. IfI err'd any where 'twasin ſup- 
poling you onely took from Scripture that God 
aſſiſted his Church in preſerving a right Copy of 
Scripture and therefore argu'd prepoſterouſly if 
you inferr'd, . God has a Providence over his 
Church in preſerving right Scripture , therefore 
'tis preſerv'd right, But this I ſpoke onely with 
an If, and beſides had good grounds forit : For 
I conceiv'd there being but two wayes to know 
this, by Revelation which you profeſs to have 
onely by way of Scripturez and by. naturall 
Reaſon, whence you could not have it : For 
however meer nature might teach it's exact 
Followers there was a God ,, and that hee had 
Providence over his Creatures, (as it taught 
Socrates, Senxeca and ſuch like ) yet I remember 
not that wee have any Ground to ſay meerna- 
ture inform'd any, God had a Church, much leſs 
that there was nv way to Provide for her conti» | 
nuance in Faith , or deriving his Doctrine down 
in 


(GE, 
in her , but by way of Books. Hence I conclu- 
ded and conclude ftill it muſt bee cither by 
Scripture or no way you can know God has ſuch 
a kind of Providence over his Church. 

You are pleaſed to tell your Reader p. 119. 
that this Principle [ That in matters of Religion 
a man cannot bee reaſonably ſatisfy d with any 
thing leſs than that Infallible Aſſurance which is 
wrought by Demonſtration }, is the main Pillar 
of Mr. $'s. Book; whereas I aſſure you, Sir, 
the laſt part of the kind flur you put upon mee, 
[ which is wrought by Demonſtration | was never 
either my words nor ſence 3 neither Pillar nor the 
leaſt part of Swre-footing : wherefore , as you 
put thoſe words in a different Letter for mine , 
ſoyou had done well to have put down the place 
too where thoſe words were found 3 which you 
wiſely omitted. IfT had affirm'd that that 4ſſn- 
rance which grounds Faith muſt bee wrought by 
Demonſtration , how ſhould [ pretend the Yut- 
gar can bee ſav'd who are manifeſtly incapable 
of Demonſtration , as I alſo frequently acknow- 
ledge. Underſtand then my Tenet at length, 
which you ought to have done e're you begun 
to write againſt itz but that to uſe your own. 
words you thought it an abſurd and ridiculous 
Study to bend your brains toread my Book as you 
would do Enclid p. 292. which yet is no more but 
to conlider attentively my Principles and *my * 
Conſequences, My Tenet is that all the Faith- 
fall 4ave, and thoſe who ſegk after Faith may 


have 
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have, and thoſe who ſeek after Faith zray have 
Aſſurance of their Faith wrought in them 
by PraGicall Self-evidence, in the ſame naturall 
manner, but with far better Reaſon , - than they. 
belceve there wasa Henry the 8th. and, that 'tis 
onely Schollars that gg about to DemonStrate 
what the Faithfull 4zow, but, for want of Study. 
or Reflexian on their own thoughts and on the 
Cauſes and Manners with which they were fo 
aſlur'd,are ignorant how to make it out.l beſeech 
you, Sir, repreſs this overflowing of Kindneſs in 
giving mee ſo many Advantages againſt you, and 
take a litcle.' pains to -underſtand whatlI ſay, 
nor ('to borrow your elegant expreſſion p. 292:) 
lufier your ſelf to bee ſo demwrely diſcharged of « 
Study ſoneceſlary and fo honorable. -, 

I had affirm'd in my Letter to my Anſwerer p. 
5th. that it was a civill piece of Atheiſtry to ſay 
Faith is poſſuble to bee falſe for any thing wee know, 
or that wee have onelyProbability for our Faith; 
And you kindly.tell us p.135.that what M.S.calls 
a. c:vill piece of Atheiftry is advanc't in moſt ex- 
preſs terms by his beſt Friends. Sir, I account 
Ruſhworths Dialogues my beſt Friend, and I 
perceive you abuſe the Preface of it notorioully ,. 
which was wholly deſign'd to evince the contra-. 
ry poſitions 3 citing the Author of it p. 132. to 
lay that ſucha Certainty as makes the cauſe al- 
wayes work the Same E fect though zt take #2ot away 
the abſolute poſſibility of working otherwiſe, ought 
abſolutely to bee reckon'd in the degrce ef true 


Cops 


(63) | 
Certainty,whereas hee only tells us there p.7. that 
by Morall Certainty\_ ſome nnderifood]ſuch a Cer- 
tdinty as made your cauſe alwayes work the ſame 
Effe# ; whom a little after hee reprehends for 
undervaluing this for moral Certainty, whichis 
trxe ( or Phyſicall ) Certainty; putting an In- 
ſtance of the Certainty hee has that hee ſhall not 
repeat in order the ſame words hee ſpoke this 
laſt years axd yet ( ſayes hee) theſe men will ſay , 
Iam arely morally Certainoftit. Your injury 
then lyes here, that by leaving out the words at 
the beginning of the Citation by-voral Certainty 
—_ vas a0 Certainty &c.you make 
im ſay what hee evidently makes 9thers ſay, 
and condemns them for ſo ſaying 3 for hee is far 
from abetting their tenet tha a reall poſſebihty to 
bee otherwiſe makes a true Certaitty 3 burt aflerts 
' thatto bee #ruly Certain which they miſtook for 
poſſible to bee otherwiſe or morally Certain 3 
which is the plain tenour of his diſcourſe, as it is 
the whole ſcope of that Preface to force the di- 
rectcontraryPoſition to what you would ſo dilins 
genuoufly impoſe upon him. The two next Cira+ 
tions are onely miſtaken 3 for, 'tis one thi 
to ſay what men would doe, did they love 
Heaven as they ought, or ha they no Inter- 
eſt 1m their Souls , another to aſk what means 8 
moſt efficacious to beget a hearty love of Heaven 
in their Souls 5 the prudentialneſs of their odli+ 
patron , in caſe of a higher probability onely, 
Jjoyn'd with their undervalue of Heaven was 
enough- 


(84) 

enough to make them miſcarry ; but 'tis a ques 
ſtion whether 'twas enough to elevate them ſuf- 
ficiently amidſt the Temptations of our three 
Spirituall -Enemies, to heavenly love ſo as to 
ſave them or if they bee very ſpeculative,againſt 
the Temptations of Fancy and the ſeeming Im- 
poſhbility .of the myſteries. Alſo 'tis another 
thing toaſk what men ſhould do if there. were no 
Infallibility ; or ( which 1s all one to them ) if 
they hold none 3. and, whether Infallibility. or an 
abſolute Impoſſibility Faith ſhould bee other- 
wiſe , beenot incomparably the beſt for man- 
kind, andſo, laid by God who ever does the 
beſt for his Creatures. As I would not therefore 
have the Proteſtants renounce all practice of Re.. 
ligion becauſe they.have not an Infallible means 
of knowing their Faith to bee true ſo neither 
do doubt, but had they ſuch Affurance, their 
Faith would work through - Charity. with far 
more Jiveleneſs and fſteadineſs than either it now 
dues or can do. «x 23; - v5 hs 

Yon abuſe what you cite from mee p. 140. by 
impugning half the Sentence onely ; the other 
half wonld have diſcoverd I {poke not of mans 
nature according to his morall part 4 but accor+ 
ding as 'tis cognoſcitive and this chiefly m naturall 
Knowledges imprinted directly by his Senſes on 
his Soul. Repreſent things truely,and then dit- 
pute as much as you will, otherwiſe. you but 
injure your ſelf and abuſe your Readery: while 
you go about with a prepolterus Courteſy to 
oblige mce. - | P. 1455 | 
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 P. 145. According to your uſudl fincerity you 
quote Aulbworth's Nephew to ſay that a few 
good words are to bee caſt in concerning Scrip- 
cure for the ſatisfaFion of indifferent men whohave 
- been brought up in this verbal and apparent res- 
ped? of the Scripture; to which you add, who it 
ſeems are not yet arriv'd to that degrezof Catholick 

Piety and Fortitude as to endeavour patiently the 
word of God ſhould bee reviled and ſlighted. 
Wheras in the place you cite hee onely expreſles 
it would beea SatisfaÞor to indifferent men , 
to ſee the poſitions one would induce them to cx- 
brace, maintainable by Scripture. Which is 
ſo different from the invidious meaning your 
malice puts upon it , ando innocent and unof- 
fenfive m it ſelf, that one who were not well 
acquainted with you and knew not your tetpper 
and over =o narure to bee ſuch that you car's 
not to undo your ſelf to do your Friend a Kiz:«- 
es, would wonder with what Conſcience you 
could fo wrelt and pervert it. 

_,P. 146. You mention my explaining the not: - 
on of Tradition , winch you carp at as tedious : 
and yet ( as wee have ſeen by frequent experi- 
ence ) all was too little to make you underſtand 
it, though I endeavourd there according to my 
utmoſt to render it unmiſtakable. But you mniF- 
. take it here again, objecting that I 7ſt ence 77: 

fſet-forms, the Creed and ten Commandments . 
whereas the Apol.for Tradition ſages That cannot 
bee a Tradition which is deliver'd in ſet words. 

E It 


(66) 
It had been better you had put down that Au- 
thors own words Apol. p. 81. which are, A 
Tradition ( as wee have explicated it ) being a 
Sence deliver'd &c. for why was it not poſſible 
hee and I ſhould explicate._ it diyerſly? Burt to 
the point. I ſpeak of Tradition or delivery , you 
and the Apologyot a Tradition or the thing deli- . 
ver'd, which you confound. Now a Tradition or 
point deliver'd being Sence, and Sence abſtratting + 
trom my particular manner of expreſfing it, hee 
had zood reaſon to ſay there,that a Tradition is a 
Sence ſettled in the Auditor's hearts by hundreds 
of d1fſerent Expreſſuons explicating the ſame mea- 
2irg 3 nor do you any where find mee ſay but 
that, though the Creed and Ten Command- 


ments bee the ſhorteſt expreſſions of the main 


points of Speculative and Practicall Chriſtiani- 
ty, and ſo moſt ſutable to the young memories 
I ipcak of, yet Ino where ſay that Forefathers 
exprelt the Sences contain'd in them xs other 
way 3 0r, that they did not deliver them i hun- 
dreds of different Expreſſzons , according as the 
manifold variery of occafions and circumſtances, 
accidentally lighting, prompted the Fancies of 
the Teachers after a naturall kind of manner to 
declare themſelves. You ſee, Sir, how unfortunate © 
you are ftill when you would make us contradict 
our ſelves or one another; And the civilleſt 
Excuſe for your perpetuall failings hereinisto 
alledge that you are utterlyigno1ant of what you 
would zmpugn; andI with that were the worlt. 


You «|. 
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. Youput upon mee p. 152. that unleſs a per- 
| ſonto bee converted car demonſtrate one pre. 
tended Rule certain and Infallible , the other not; 
hee hath not found out the Rule of Faith. | with 
you had told us where I fay this , for I mult dil- 
avow it as directly oppolit to my Doctrine which 
- isthat our Rule of Faith's Certainty is Practical- 
ly-ſelt-evident, and known by virtue of an ob- 
vious familiar converſation with the nature of 
things, and, therefore, that perſons to bee con. 
vetted may come to Faith without demontltrati- 
on at all. I may perhaps fay that in an Afſent 
thus grounded there is found at the bottom what 
is demonſtrable by.a learned man, or apt to 
yeeld matter for a demonſtration ; but thatthoſe 
who cometo Faith mult derronſtrate or frame de- 
monſtrations ( which 'tis manifeſt onely Schol- 
ters, and good ones too, cando) is fa: from 
my Tenet, however is your Kindneſi to put 
tt upon mee, right or wrong. * You ſhall take 
your choice w hcther the Reader ſhall think you 
underſtand not the Tenet you are confuting . - 
that underſtanding it you wilfylly injure it. 

You proceed p. 153. that according to 
Mr. S. Reaſon can never demonſtrate that the one 
is a Certain and Ixfallible Rule, the other ot. 
T hat zever 1s a haxd word; andit 'will ſeera won- 
derfull to ſome Readers I ſhould ſay Reafon can 
never demonſtrate this, and yet in that very Book 
contend todemoniirare it by Reaſon my ielt; nay 
make that the mn {cope of my my Lur, Sir, 

T3: thoſe 
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thoſe Readers, know not yet the power of your 


wit and fineerity, which can make mee fay any 
thing , nay ſay and ##ſay asit pleaſes. Yet you 


quote my expreſs words for it , S#re-footing p. 


53. where you ſay I | tell you, Tradition hath 
for it's baſis Man's Natwre , not according to his 


TntelleFualls, becanſe they do but darkly grope 
in the purſuit of Science, &c. ] I deny them, Sir, 
to bee my words or ſence 3 you have alter'd the 
whole face and frame of them by putting in the 


word Becauſe , which makes mee diſcourſe as if 


man's .Intellectualls could xever arrive 'at Ewvi- 
dence nor conſequently Certainty ; arid you keep 
the Reader from knowing the true fence of my 
words, by curtailing the Emrence withan{ 'e*c.7] 
my wordsare, #ot according to his TrteHeGFnalls, 
darkly groping in the purſuit of 8cience , by re- 
feed thoughts or Speculations, amidſt the miity 
vapours exhbal'd by his Paſſion predominant over 


his rationall will ] which diſcovers T fpeak of 


our Intellectualls plac't in ſuch circumſtances, or 
employ'd about fuch a matter, as our Pafſion 
or Afﬀection is apt to blind and miſlead us init, 
which wee expertence too too often. But do I 
therefore affirm our underſtanding can zever ar- 
rive at Science at all , -or that our Paffion 'ex- 
hales vapours to hinder us from ſeeihg the 
Truth of the firſt Propefition in Exclid 5 os was 
It ever heard that any man was tranſported fo 
by his Paſſhon as to deny there was a Hemry the 
2th? Orcan any one out of Paſhon bee igno- 
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rant of or forget what is inculcated into his Sen- 
ces almoſt every day, which naturall Know- 
ledge, I there make the Bafis of Traditian ? 
Pray , Sir, refle&t on my words once more and 
on the Tenour of my Diſcourſe, and you ſhall 
ſee it onely ſays, that Tradition has for it's Baſis 
man's Nature , not according to his zorall part, 
which is of it (elf pervertible , nor yet his Intel- 
lefualls as ſubject to his Moralls, but on -atu- 
rall Knowledges imprinted by dire@ Senſations , 
not ſubje& atall to his Will , but neceflary and 
inevitable : and when you have done this, you 
will eaſily fee how you injure mee, though 
I expe& not from you. any Acknowledgment of 
it. You commit thoſe Faults too often to con- 
cern your elf in ſuch a trifle as any handſome 
Satisfaction, 
Your next Citation p. 153. layes on load. *Tis 
taken out of my 2d. Appendix p. 183. My 
whole Diſcourſe there is to ſhow how Reaſon 
behaves her (elf in finding out the Authority ſhce 
is to rely on that this is God's Sence or Faith,and 
how iz the points of Faith themſelves. Concer- 
ning the former I diſcourſe there þ. 3. and have 
thes Expreſſions , that No Azthority deſerves 
aſſent farther than true Reaſon gives it to deſerve; 
that the Church's Authority is found by my Rea- 


ſon to bee Certain ;, that 'tis perfetly rationall to 
beleeve the Church aſſuring mee the Divine Au- 


thority is engag'd for ſuch and ſuch points 3 that 
God s and the Church's Authority as Objed@ s 1m- 
E 3 printing 
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printing a concett of themſelves in my mind as 
they are in themſzlves, oblig'd my Reaſon to 
conclude and my Judgment to hold them ſuch as 
they were 3 nor have 1 the leaſt expreſſion of dif- 
fidence of naturall Reaſon's certifying mee per- 
fectly of the Ground of mv Faith , which can 
-no waiyesbee done by As of refleFed Reaſon , 
( wiach IT there ſpeak of ) but by demonſtrating 
it. Afcer this þ. 4. I come to diſcourſe how dit- 
_ terently Reaſon bears her ſelf in order to the 
points of Faith or the myſteries themſelves. 
Hereupon I have theſe words. p. 183. Reſon ads 
now much differently than formerly. Before I came 
at Faith ſhee aJed about her own Objefs, Mo- 
tives or Maxims by which fhee ſcan'd the Autho 

rities wee ſpoke of;, but in Ads of Faith ſhee hath 
nothing to do with the Objeds of thoſe As, or 
Points of Faith, Then follow immediately the 
words you cite, Shee is like a dim-ſighted man; 
who us d his Reaſon to finda truſty Friend to lead 
him in the twy-light , and then rely'd on his gui- 
dance rationally without uſing his own Reaſon at 
all about the Way it ſelf. Which moſt plainly 


ſignifies, that,as a dim-ſighted man cannot uſe his 


Reaſon about the Way, ' for that requir'd, it® 
ſhould well atie& his Senſes, and imprint it's 


right notion there, ( which it did not, ) but yet | 1 


could uſe his Reaſon about chufing a trulity | 
Friend toguide him, for this depended. not on 
his dim-fight , but the converſe and negotiation 
with his neighbours and relations which _ 

een 
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been inur'd to, and ſo was cavni>le to wield and 
manage ſuch a Diſcourſe : £0,nur Reaſon, dinm- 
ſighted in the Myſteries of Faiih in which neither 
Senſes nor Maxims of Humon *cience had given 
her light enough, could not employ her tal::t 
of diiconrling evidently and ſcientifically ro 
conclude the Points of Faiththemſelves; but yet 
was by Mutives and Maxims within her own 
Sphere, enabled to ſcan the nature of Authori- 
ties, and tind out on which as ona truſty Fricnd 
ſhee might ſafely rely. This, Sir, 1s evidcatly 
my Diſcourſe, from whence you will needs force 
mee to ſay Reaſon is dim-fighted about the Au- 
thority wee cometo Faith by or the Rule cf Faith. 
Now my whole Diſcourſe in that very place 
aiming at the direct contrary , and you leaving 
out the immediately foregoing words which 
clearly diſcover'd it, I hope you will not take it 
il, Sir, if Itell you I fear any ſmcere Exami- 
per of it will judge, that though you hold Flain- 
dealing a Jewell, yet you would nt bee wil- 
ling to go to too much coſt for it. Elpecially 
when he reflects that you build better half your 
.- Confutation in your Book on ſuch kind of wil- 


> hng miſtakes, and hope to vlind it and make it 


tak: by Sophiſter-like quibbles, flouts and 
jeers with which you uſe to ſound your own tri- 
umph. Iexpected , ſweet Sir, ſome Firſt Prin- 
ciples of your Diſcourſe , andT fee now you in- 
tend thoſe Artitices for ſuch 5 none elſe have [ 
met with, nor do you build on any thing 16 
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much as theſe; hut, one of theſe Jaid tor a 
Ground , you run on with fuch a Carreer as if 
you would overthrow all the Sence and Reafon 
that ever comes In your way. "php2 he 
You tell mee p. 158. by a paralle!] Diſcourſe 
to mine againſt my Lord of Downs that my de- 
montltrations are wore unleſs I vouch ſome parti- 
enlarity in my Method above what's in others , 
which p. 160. you ſay' you remember not I have 
done any where. Ir ſeems you read my Tranſtion 
not with any ſober intent to underſtand it and 
ſpeak ſolidly to it , but onely tocarp at it, and 
break jeſtsupon it. Haveyou ſo ſoon forget the 
pleaſant mood it pyt you into p..3, and 4. Icon- 
teſt then that the Method I there declare my ſelf 
to purſue is particular above what I ever ob- 
ſerv'd in any of 'your Conttovertiſts; not that 
they want better 'Parts to lay it , but becauſe 
they want a good Cauſe tobearit, and give them 
leave to follow it.” T declare alſo that I hold that 
Method ſufficient-to demonſtrate by, though I 
pretend it not the exacteſt than 'can bee made. 
As for thoſe great men whom you alledge to dif+ 
fer in demonſtrations, '( Charles Thynn I leave 
to bear you company , \you are both ſuch merry 
Blades ) I doubt not but, were thebuſineſs well 
examin'd , their differences ipring from not at- 
tending heedfully to the Method of concluding ; 
and that no miſcarriage could enſue in any Diſ- 
courſe, werethe way of Diſcourſing perfettly 
Jaid, agreed to; and exactly follow'd 3 nay 
mcg 163 - --» gfe $4 that 
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that thoſe few Differences am Geometrici- 
ans ariſe from the fame defect ; as, wereit feafo» 
nable, I could ſhow particularly ( with the 
help of a Friend , you muft think ) inthat fa- 
mous one about argulns contingentie. But to our 
preſent purpoſe; meethinks, Sir , you may 
remember, a thing call'd a Letter tro my An- 
{werer , where I endeavourd at leaft at ſome 
means to ſettle ſome particularity in our Method 
above what has been praCtic't in other Contro- 
verſies formerly, begging you would agree to 
it that ſo wee might both follow it; but you 
would have none you thank't mee : Since then 
you would not accept it when offer'd,you ſhould 
not aſk for it again when your Book is writ and 
the Circumſtances of uſing it paſt. But perhaps 
there lies the policy of it ! You end with a 
Glance or two at my Self confidence ? But are 
you Propheticall in this too, Sir, that 'tis ſome 
proud and vain humour in mee, and not rather 
my Afſurednefs of the Truth of my Cauſe, and 
of the Concluſiveneſs of my Method , which 
makes mee deliver my ſelf undauntedly ? See 
my Letter to my Anſwerer where I have theſe 
words p. 18. By this means it will bee quickly diſc 
cover'd whether or no you have overthrown my 
Diſcourſe by ſhowing it ill-coberent , and how far 
tis faulty : that , if I cannot clear it to bee con- 
netted, I may confeſs my fault and endeavour to 
amend it. For, h:wever T ſee my Grounds evi- 
dent , get 1 am far from judging my ſelf Infalli- 
x ; ble 
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ble in drawing my Conſequences : though I ſee 
withall the Method I take , will not let me err 
much ; or, if Ido, my Errour will bee eaſily diſ- 
coverable;, becauſe I to not about to cloud my ſelf 
inWords , but to ſpeak out , as plain as I can, 

from the nature of the Thing. Had you a deſire 
to practice the due candour towards mee I 
ſhould havedone to you , you would not have 
ſought occaſions to put in upon a perſonall pri- 
ding my ſeif in my pzrformances., which I fo 
frequently diſown and placeall my advantagein 
my Cauſe and my Method. But you are angry 
I deliver my ſelf fo boldly in what I take to bee 
Truth; I beſeech you, Sir, 1$1t not naturall 
for any one who judges hee ſpeaks what's Evi- 
dent, to expreſs himſelf fearleſly when hee diſ- 
putes againit an Adverſary of the Trath whoſe 
Cauſe hee has eſpouſed ; as, *tis on the contra- 
ry for one who edkies hee has onely Probability 
for what hee ſayes, to ſpeak diſ-confidently., 

and condeſcendingly , and when hee indeed 
ſneaks not daring to ſp eak out , then to praite 
himſelf and his party for modef and moderate 
men? You know by experience, Sir, *tis. Has 
there in our late age come out a Book more britk 
than this of yours, not in aſſerting , but in ſcorn, 
and proud petulancy, and ( which 1s to bee 
pittied ) proud of an atery jelt or ſome gay con- 
ceit ? Shall I bez bold to tell you, Sir, whatis 
Self confid: ace? To undertake to write a Dil- 
courts 4y0ut the Ground of Faith , without q 
| much 
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-muchas one Principle that deſerves to bee call'd 
ſuch to bleſs himſelf with 3 ro lay for Grounds 
all along Falſifications of his Adverfaries mean- 
ing and words, and then quibbling , raunting- 
and vapouring as if all the world were his own. 
Laſtly, to tell his Auditours ſoberly ana ſadly 
out the Pulpit all is God's Word hee preaches, 
and preſs they ſhould beleeve him; and yet when 
hee writes againſt us, confeſs all hee preaches 
concerning #8alvation and the Way toit, may 
poſſibly bee falſe, thatis, for any thing hee ab- 
ſolutely knows, hee has not told them one true 
word. all the while. This, Sir, I muſt needs 
confeis,is ſuch a Heroick {train of ſelf-confidence 
that, however it bee familiar and naturall to 
others, yct I diſpair for my part ever to attain 
it. To bear ones ſelf as holding a thing a demon- 
ſtration which he judges hee has Evidence that 
'tis ſuch, is a puling and trifling kind of ſje[f- « ÞF. 
conceit ; but to carry it out with the greateſt « 
Formality in the world asifit were moſt Certain, 
and yer hold at the ſame time and profeſs 'tis poſ: 
feble to bee falſe , that is, may for any thing any 
man knows, bee ſhown falſe to morrow, is a 
noble and gallant Self confidence . and ſuch a 
one as fears not the face of any man living. 

P. 161. You come to examin my de- 
monſtrations 4 priori , and in order to it, my 
four Grounds, which you aftirm you will ſet 
down in my own words, Which intimates you 
did not doo formerly, though it tee your duty: 

ro 


ſhould live wickedly. 
-Demon(tration indeed ! But, how comes my 


« 
*%, 


(76) 

to do it alwayes; However'tis a Kindneſs which 
Tam bound to thank you for, and as faras I 
diſcern you have not faltred in it , of which I 
here make my hearty Acknowledgment, But , 
Sir , may I not fear this particular Xeſolution of 
yours here to bee Sincere ſprings hence, becauſe 
za this Sect. 2. where you put down my words, 
you do not yet go about to apply them to your 
Diſcourſe, and attempt to confute z which in 
your next Section p. 163. you endeavour? I 
foreſee you will bee ſhrew'dly tempted there , 
for want of other Anſwer, to break your reſoln- 
tion; till wee come there then I leave you with 
my hearty wiſhes of ſtrength & conſtancy againſt 
that habituall Infirmity which ſo often overcoms 
all your reſolutions of that nature. 

And wee are now come to your third Sect p. 
163.(the place of the triall of your perſeverance) 
where you begin your confutez and contend 
firſtthat my Demonſtration would conclude too 
much viz. as you tell us p. 164 thatit it were 
true , it would bee impoſſible any Chriſtian ſhould 
turne Apoſtate or Heretick,, or that any Chriſtian 
I marry, this were a rare 


demonſtration to bee thus guilty of a plot to 
make all the world Saints, or rather of drawing 
after it a Concluſton-ſo extravagant. By virtue 
ofa dire& Fallification both of my words and 
Sence , by cogging in a word lit-le in ſhow but 
very large tn Sence , namely the monoſyllavle 
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[ 447] making my Principle run thus that the 
Hare hopes and fear are apply'd to the minds of 
ri 


all Chriſtians ; which you put down herein the 
[talick letter , the ſame you quoted my words 
in. I befeechyou, Sir, review my own words 
put down Jately by your ſelf p. 161. 162. at 
what time you made that good reſolution, and 
ſee if any ſuch word bee there; But, what's moſt 
mareriall is this ; Let the Reader ſurvey your 
following diſcourſe which aimsto confute mee , 
and hee will ſce'tis wholly and ſolely built on this 
word AU , fo that your own Falſfication is {till 
the Firſt Principle, which gives the Strength and 
Life to your Confuration. What uſe you make 
. ef it may bee ſeenp. 1641.8. Thet any Chriſ- 
tian &c. Ib.1 12. That any Chriftian ſhould live 
wickedly 1. 18. That any C briſtian (hould turr 
Apoitate 1. 26. But all Chriſtians have thoſe 
Arguments of Hopes and Fears ſtrongly apply'd. 
I. ult. 'Tzs neceſſary all Chriſtians. Again Pp. 
65.1. 3. ( which I deſire the Reader to note 
that hee may fee how bold you are in yourim- 
poſing things upon mee ) If theſe cauſes bee put 
in alf the Faithfull aGually cauling as (* ſay you ) 
Mr. S. ſa#th expreſiy in his Grounds, Whereas [ 
aſſure the Reader Mr. S. ſayes expreſty no. ſuch 
thing. But to proceed p. 165. 1. 8. & 9. Tis 
#mpoſſuble there ſhoyld bee any defeFion, &c.1. 
I4. Tis impoſfuble any fngle Chrifiian. P. 167+ 
Tt concludes there can bee ns Hereticks or Apo« 
fates &c. This,dear Sir, you uſe mee : Firſt you 
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put upon mee other words and meaning , and 
then overthrow moſt powerfully not whar I ſaid 
or meant, but what you had counterfeited mee 
to doz which victorious way of confuting runs 
thorough the better half your Book. 

You aftirm p. 165. that I [iberally acknow- 
ledge in other places this ( to wit , that *tis im- 
poſſeble any ſingle Chriitian ſhould either totally 
ApoStatize or fall into Hereſte ) is a genuine 
Conſequence from my Principles. Surely , Sir, 
your great plot 1s to have mee thought a direct 
mad man or Frantick ; For never did any man 
moderately in his wits advance a Poſition and 
pretend to demorſtrate it , whichis contrary to 
the Eye-ſight and frequent Experience of the 
whole world 3 nay write a whole Chapter as 1 
did Syre-footing p. 65. how Hereſtes come in, and 
yet maintain in the ſame Book no man can turn 
Heretick that is that 0 Hereſy cond ever come in. 
Well, but what are thoſe other places which 
mult prove mee a liberal Acknowledger of luch an 
unheard of Paradox © Youalhgn four places p. 
165, & 166. The firſt you introduce mee thus. 
Hee tells us { and then you cuote my words 
from Sure-footing p. 54. ) Thatit exceeds all the 
power of Nature ( abſtrating from the Caſes of 
madneſs and violent diſeaſe ) to blot the Know: 
ledges of this DoFrine ont of the Soul of one ſingle 
Beleever. I aflure you, Sir, 1 ze// you no ſuch thing, 
and that I haveneither thoſe words nor fenſe 1n 


my whole Book , which makes mee doubt you 
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did not ſo much as yrake a reſolution here to ſet 
down my own words , as you did formerly; and 
I wiſh for your own ſake, you did not reſolve the 
contrary. My Doctrine is that the Knowledges 
of this ( or Chriſt's) Dodrin, may be blotted, 
not onely out of the Soul of oe ſingle Beleever, 
but all Belcevers , in caſe it bee laid there onely 
 Opinionatively , or imprinted _ by a flee- 
ting Sermon or wordiſh diſcourſe , aptto goin 
at the one ear and out at the other. My words 
in that place cited are theſe ? 7t exceeds all the 
power of nature ( abſiraFing from madneſs and 
violent diſeaſeto blot knowledgesTHUS FIXTout 
ofthe Soul of one ſingle believer, And, what mean 
the words | thus fixt ]'tis told you in the fame 
P- 54+ 1n Sure-footing , that 'tis by ſo oft repeat- 
ed Senſations ; which ( in the foregoing page , 
where that diſcourſe begins) is explained to 
bee, by Impreſſuons upon the Senſes, not made 
once but frequently, and in moſt , many times 
every day ; 'and that to make thoſe more expreſs 
and apt to bee taken notice of , their lives are to 
bee fram'd by the Precepts they hear and conforma- 
ble Examples they ſez. All this is impli'd in the 
words: [ thus fixt ] asfound inthat place; which 
therefore being very prudent in your generation, 
you demurely omitted; elſe it had ſeem'd no 
. great Paradox ( which 'tis your conſtant endea- 
-vour to make mee fti]] ſpeak) that zo one 
man , unleſle mad or much diſeaſed, can 
forget what hee daily experiences in others 
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others and praftices himſelf, But, grant all true 
you pretend to, and that every man muſt needs 
have or retain the knowledge of Chriſts dodtrin 
however imprinted; yet, do I any where ſay 
thats man can aft againſt knowledge, and fo 
relinquiſh Tradition , and by that means twurr 
Apoftate or Heretick ? when you find that Poſiti- 
on in mee, cite it, and let us ſee it, otherwiſe 
barely to alledge mee ſaying they - cannot but 
know 1t , argues not I ſay they mult neceſſarily, 
follow it. Thelaſtof thofe f ur Citations which 
you bring for this point p. 166. immediately fol- 
lows this firſt ( now diſcuſt) in &re footivg p. 
54- whence it concerns the ſame matter, namely | 
the Indelibleneſs of Knowledges thus fixt out of | 
the Soul of one fingle man 5 asis Evident to him |} 
that reads the patlage init's proper place;though 
falfe dealing bee fo naturall to you , you aſſure | 
the Reader p. 165. that in the fall career of my 1 
bumbaſt Rhetorick T deliver it ( that is, as you 
expreſs it a little before the Impoſhbility that 
Tradition ſhould fail in any one fingle perſon): 
roundly without feer of wit; whereas neither 
there nor inthat whole Diſcourſe is there one ||. 
ſylable concerning Traditions being «dher'd to | 
or not «dber'dto, ( this Subjef veginning the 
next Diſcourſe in theſe words , AZ this 3s well, 
may ſome ſay , in caſe Tradition had been ever 
held to ) but onely of it's Certainty or Regulative 
virtue, founded on naturall Knowledges imprin- 
ted by frequented Senſations in fuch a manner 
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as is impoſſible to bee. blotted. out in ohe ſingle | 
Teſtifier or part_of Tradition. I am loath to | 
think or ſay too hardly. of you, Sit , onely.[ 
|  ſiy'tis irangea meer Chance ſhould produce fo 
conſtant an Effe& of perverting my Evident | 
Senſe. ( oft times words too ) incach paſlage. 
It may bee the reaſon of your miſtaking mee 
here and in ſome ,other paſſages was this, I 
minded. hot Rhetorick ax all , but onely Senſe 5 
& you, (as became a ſolid Confuter)minded not | 
the Sexe at all but onely the Rhetorick + which 
by mee wasnever aun'dat either there orin any 
other part of ,my Book,; If what I write bee | 
Truth , and my Expreſlion Intelligible ,_ I have 
my End.; and can without Envy permit -you.to 
( dreſs up your own Falſhoods in the gingle of pe 
riods and empty flouriſhes. . , SO Cry 
| The ſecond place brought to make mee l;be- 
| rally acknowledge that it follows from my Prin- 
| ciples xo mancan pollibly relinquiſh Tradition 
is found inyou p. 165, and 166, and thus; Since 
20 man can hold contrary to his knowledge , nor 
doubt of what hec holds , nor change or innovate 
without knowing hee doth ſo, it is a manifeſt 
| Tmpoſſibility a whole Age ſhould full into an ab- 
ſurdity ſo inconſiſtent with the nature of one ſin- 
gle man. Is here any. liberall acknowledgment 
that no man can deſert Tradition? Or is there 
a word here to that purpoſe,? but one!y, that 
no man can doubt of or hold the contrary \ to 
what hee knows, nor go abqut ſo viſible an afti- 
bn as inncviirg I knowing hee does ſoz 
F with 
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with which yet-may well conſiſt that not onely 
one ſingle man but all mankind may (for any 
thing is there ſaid) knowingly and wilfully de- 
ſert Tradition and turn Apoſtates. T wonder , 
learned Sir , what yonare' akin to that Philoſo- 
her who maintain'd Sow was black! you have 
ſo admirable a faculty of identifying the moſt 
diſparate nay contrary notions 3''and by a knack 
of placing things in falſe lights, make even Pro- 
poſitions which ſignifie the ſelf-fame , become 

erect Contradictions. Bn OY 
The third place of mine, which you fay muſt 
make mee liberally acknowledee it a genuine con- _ 
ſequence from" my Principles that 'tis impoſſible 
one ſingle man ſhould relinquiſh Tradition, 1s cited 
by you p. 166. from Swre-feoting p. 87. That 3t 
is perhaps impoſſible for one ſingle man 10 attempt 
to deceive poſterity, to which you add in another 
Letter | by renouncing Tradition ]. It had 
been better in ſuch nice points to put down my 
own words, eſpecially when you put them in a 
different Letter. Mine are, '7is perhaps impoſſuble 
that they ſhould miſlead poſterity in what them- 
ſelves conceit to bee true 5 which is different from 
the Words and Senſe you repreſent for mine ; 
for many weak perſons by Sophiſtry or fine 
words pretended from Scripture and baptiz'd 
God's Word , may bee inveigled to conceit that 
Tradition is falſe 3 in which caſe fhould they re- 
nounce Tradition , yet they would not therefore 


mitlead poſterity from what they concert true; 
| which 
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which i is altt there fay or ak: for. Put, the 
mains , You teproſes mee to ſay » tis perhaps 
impoſſible 7 in oe ſingle man ;,which reaches an 
man phether ood or bad of wy on my diſcourk 
oM”_ __ on p-8s Fo and hol {y. men one F 


uppoſing Sanity j int 
Hi _ atk \ that | of itudes init make þ ea 


ven their firlt lov bigs ad thoſe Fathers, (that 

is thoſe Holy wen 7 ed Poſterity , &c. and 
| then] roy Bea the, "agg ou ce, I mean 
| Os of them 6 Vn This being fo, .bee 
pres pd peg f, Sir,. et ther (h IS .you the 
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branch of my diſcourſe , 1 great. multitudes 
may tum-bed, that is, tule { by | od for 
theiraſ end; and:then , out of affection to that 
diſre gard what's true, what's fa ©, miſlead 


their children contrary to their, own knowledge. 
' You fayp. 171. that the onely | thiy 1 offe os 
that iſcourſe to prevent. II 
| Sart- voting. Þ: os _T;as Ay het exp 
\ ſome contingencies fþ "OH a] hae if Ke, Ee 
Fpecies, in 4 manner is to bee. wrought  #pon 4 ys 
And, | had there been no mare, mee chigks it 
tight have made you wary to chajlenge mee 
with the dire& contrary , had you not refalyd 


to lay theneceſlity of my contradidtiog my {cif 
th every paſſage tor one of bn Pb regs | 
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to confute mee with. But I offer'd far more and 
more obvious preventions than that. See the 
immediate Concluſion from my Grownds put 
down by your ſelf p..162. which one would 
think ſhould . inform you beſt what is the moſt 
genuine conſequence from the ſame Principlesz 
This pat, it follows as certainly that a GREAT 
NUMBER OK BoDY of the fi Beleevers, 
and after-faithful in each Age , would continue to 
bold themfelves, and teacÞ their children as thens- 
ſelves had been taught , that ts, would follow and 
ſtick to Tradition, Gee. Dbes: 4 great number or 
Body fi ignifie all, tot one excepted, which you 
fallly pur up n-mee 2 'How difingentous a 

| ceeding is this 3 'to perſwdde your Seder thoſe 
are ot my Conſequences from my Principles 
which Imake my ſelf, but thoſe which you ” 
for mee ?. and Sax do you make Mem? 
pervertin conſtantly my words and ſe. 7 
"gain, you know Thad writ a diſcourſe declaring 
| A Herefies came to bee introduc't, and there- 
fore one would think any ſober Confiiter that 
were not. bent upon Cavtlt, 'ere hee had chal- 
leng'd mee to hold that =o one man could poſſibly 
turn Heretick , 'that is, that #o Hereſie could poſ. 
ſibly come in, ſhould have look't firſtin that place 
toſee how and by what means I made Hereſies 
aFually come in, But you were reſoly'd before- 
hand whit to do 4 that is, to make mee ſpeak 
contradictions , - and ſoit was not your Intereſt 
to ſee i it or take notice of it. Otherwiſe, there 
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had ſeen mee prevent all the imputations 
which you by virtue of your forg'd monoſyllable 
[AZ] had put upon mee. See Sure-footing, p. 66. 
We will refle# how an Hereſje is firſt bred. Wee 
muſt look then on Chriits Church not onely as on a 
Congregation , having in their hearts thoſe moſt 
powerful motives —— able of their own Nature 
to carry each ſingle heart poſſeſt by them, —— but 
as on the perfe@eſt form of a Common-wealth , ha- 
ving within her ſelf Government and Officers to 
take care all thoſe Motives bee ACTUALLY 
APPLY'D AS8S MUCH A8 MAT BEE 
zo the ſubje# Laity z and that all the ſons of the 
Church, &-c. — notwithſtanding, it happens 
ſometimes that , becauſe 'tis impoſſeble the perfe- 
Fion of diſciplineBould extend it ſelf in ſo vaſt 2 
multitude to every particular , ſome one or few 
perſons by negle@ of applying C hriftian' motives 
to their ſouls , fall into extravagancies, Cc. 
and ———if Govergours bee not vigilant aud pri- 
dent 5 draw other CHY7045 OY palfonete men into 
the ſame fufion with themſelves , which words 
would have clearly ſhown you that , for want of 
due application, '( which was one of the requi- 
 fites my demonſtrations went upon )' the Cauſe 
' fell ſhort of producing its effe&t of adhering to 
Tradition. And this you might have ſeenneerer 
hand , namely, in the foregoing Diſcourſe, the 
very ſame which pretended to demonſtrate 3 
; Where, ſpeaking of the Application of the Cayſs 
. . to the Patient p. 63. 64.65. Iend thus: In 4 
. F 3 wor d. 
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word, Chriſtianity utg'd to execution, gives its 


followers a new Lift, and 2 ntw Nature; thanx 


which a nterer Application tarmnot bee imaagint d. 
So that you ſee [ make accolint it's Application 
depends upon it's beitig arg'd te Execution; and 
what is it that urges th g5 to Execution, but 
Government and Diſciplis ? T wiſh, Sir, when 
you are to confute- a rational Diſcourſe, you 
would not ſtand running after Btter-flies , and 
catching by the way childiſhly 'at this little 
vord , and the other little word ,. to play upon 
tizm jekinglyz but haye patience to read it 
.\.orough, and take the whole ſabſtance of it 


' into your head}, and ſd endeavourto ſpeak to it 


#lidly. This is the way to benefit your Readers, 
( to whom' you owe this duty ) nay a far berter 
to credit your ſelf with underſtanding men, than 
all thole petty tricks of impertitient Wit, and iro: 
nical Expreſſions, which you fo paſlionately dote 
ke 2X PENS of es 

7 am heartily weary of fo illiberal a task as to 
ſpend ink and paper , much leſs time; in diſco- 
vering mens defe&s; andI aſſure you, Sir, I am 
very ſorry your carriage . made jt neceſſary; 
whereupon , | though'l {ce much rubbiſh of this 
nature bebind,, ' and have 'overſlipt 'too very 
much,yet I ſhould have ended, did not I find my 
ſelf highly concern to defend one Afſertion of 
mine, than which you (who uſe no hot phraſes, 
but are all Civility and Sweetneſs) fay p. 173. 
othing can be more impudentz I humbly thank 
; fe: 4. you 
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you, Sir. This moſt impudent- poſition is this, 
that Swre-footing, p. 65. being to meet with the 
Objection, that there have beer many Heretichs 
or deſerters of Tradition, I ſay , If wee look into 
Hiſtories for experience of what . has paſt in the 
world ſince the firſt Planting of Chriftianity , wee: 

ll find far more particulars fail in propagating 
their kind than their faith. Now, Sir, it this bee 
prov'd nat at aff impudent, 'which you judge 
moſt impudent , 1 hope the re{t, which you judge 
leſs impudent , may eaſily paſs for blameleſs. 
Let's. to work then, and becauſe 'tis your 
buſineſs as well as mine, I beſeech you lend mee 
your thoughts'to go along with mine from one 
end of the 7th. diſcourſe in Sere-footing to.the 
other, Company'may do much in making them 
attentive; otherwiſc,] ſee plainly they will ſtand 
loitering and gazing by the way at this odd 
word, or the . inelegancy of that phraſe; or 
noting ſome paſlages that may bee prettily 
miſtaken and make excellent good ſport 5; by 
which means You who as-you ſay p. 292. are 
aptto wnberd: your brains without bidding , will 
hardly ever bee drawn to go forwards with a 
deliberate pace half the way. Inthe faid dit- 
courſe then p, 65, you ſee Idefign to clear an 
objeFion of pe own which I concety'd obvious, 
namely that there have beer aFnally many Here- 
ticks or deſerters of Traditon. | make my way to 
it p. 66. by aflerting that the way of Tradition 
1s as cthcaciouſly eftabliſhr in the very grain of 
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mans nature as what ſeems moſt naturall, the 
propagation of their kind :' Hence I come at laſt 
to that avoſt imepudent aſſertion that more have 
faild in propagating their kind than their Faith. 
Proceeding to 'proove it, 'I ſhow p. 66. how 
Hereſy, or a failing to propagare F aith, happens; 
and, I allow p. 68. ' thatit muſt bee perform'd 
by deſerting Tradition, and chafin (.* leaſt 
for a ſhow ) another Rule, 'that fo they may 
have occaſion'to break from the former Church. 
But affirm withall p. 65: Þ. 3. ' that afſoon 
as the breach is fufficienly made ;'' and the 
novelliſts begin to bee ſhap't into a body, what- 
ever for a ſhow they ſtill would: ſeem to keep 
to, yet "that ' they preſently deſert the new 
Rule they had taken up, and the naturall way 
of Tradition "again recovers it 'ſelf ; that, the 
Reformers' themſelves make uſe of it to keep their 
company together; 'that,Children are taught they 
are to -beleeve their Paſtors and Fathers even in 
interpreting Scripture 5 that the firſt Reformer: 
puniſh them if they' break from their body, and 
hold not to- the'Sence of Scripture they give them. 
And hence I conclude p. 74-' "that the number 
of the AFuall deſerters of the natural! way of Tra- 
aition have: been but Jews to wit, the F irſt Re- 
volters that the deſcendents of theſe Revolters fol- 
low'd the way of Tradition',; hotvever  miſplac't;, 
then I added ſome confiderations for Grounds 
to-ballance the number of Failers in propagation 
with the number of thoſe who taild in Traditions 
and as reaſons why 1 concluded this number leſs: 

—_—_—" by tut 
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but you never uſe to ſpeak to my reaſons; onely 
you miſtake my diſcourſe and my conclulion to 
mean not onely the Firi# breakers, but their 
deſcendents too , which I make account return 
naturally to the Traditionary way 3 then you 
denie and impugn like a learned logician, the 
Concluſjon it ſelf, amplify ſtrangely upon your 
own miſtake of it, inſtancing inall the Countries 
almoſt Eaſt, Weſt, North and South 3 triumph 
mightily, and would have mee ſhow you a 
whole nation that refus'd to marry: As it my 
Conclufion could not bee true, unleſs ſuch a 
rare ſight were ſhow'd you all ata clap. | 

E'reI come cloſer to the proof of my Afler- 
tion I foreſee I am to-make good firſt that even 
the deſerters of Tradition, when they think them- 
ſelves ſufficiently enfranchiz'd from the diſciplin 
of the former Church and that their followers 


ſettle into a kind of Body under them, bring in 


again the way of Tradition, or rather indeed 
permit nature to' work both in the new brood 
that grow up under thoſe Fathers who had late- 
ly deſerted Tradition, and in thoſe deſerters 
themſclves : ” nothing being more naturall than 
both for the Fathers, Elders or Governours, 
to deſire and even expett the children, Poſterity 
and Subjects ſhould follow their judgments, and 
not to make themſelves wiſer than their betters 3 
nor for the ceſcendents and young ones credu- 
Joufly to beleeve thoſe whom they look'r upon 
ever with an awe and reſpe&, and to permit 
their lives to bce fram'd by thezr conduct. I 
| | aitrm 
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affirm then that evenin all thoſe Secs that have 
faln from the Catholick Church , whether Pro- 
teſtants, Lutherans, Presbyterians, or whatever 
elſe they bee that pretend to hold to Scripture, 
the Generality if got all are continu'd to the 
former body or immediately foregoing Genera- 
tion by Tradition, and not by virtue of Scrt- - 
pture Evidence uniting their underſtandings. For 
what a wild conceit jt 1s to imagin that the 
Children throughout a whole Kingdom of Lathe- 
rans for example , ſhould ſtill light to interpret 
Scripture juſt as did their Forefather Lutherans 
and -thence unanimouſly hold to the Lutheran 
Profeſſion ? And the ſame in Proteſtants, Preſ- 
byterians, Arians, Pelagians. And the like 
may bee faid in ſome ſort even of Turks and 
Heathens , that 'tis not the virtue of any motive 
that they go upon which keeps up a Succeſſion 
of men of the ſame Tenet, but the npatu- 
rall force of Education at firſt and Cuſtome after- 
wards; which wee experience daily to have 
ſoſtrangea Power, that the moſt evident Argu- 
ments are ſcarce able to wean perſons, otherwiſe 
very rationall, from the moſt abſurd and weakly 

rounded Prejudices; and that to root out 
judgmerts thus planted from their Souls, ſeems 
as violently tofhock and [train nature in them 
as if one went about to tear a limb from their 
Body. Ifit bee acknowledged then, as it muſt, 
that Education has ſuch an incomparable force 
in preſerving an unanimousneſs between Fore- 
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goers and Poſterity , and Education confitts tw 


making the deſcendents think-& at as did their 
Forefathers , wee ſhall diſcover that Edacation 
hath in it-the very nature of Tradition; and 
conſequently , that 'tis by virtue of Tradition 
any Sect continues the ſame 3 which -devolves 
into this, that, therefore, as ſoon as any Sect 


- isform'd it returns or flides back (if it continues 
- naturally into the way of Tradition. . 


I am afraid, Sis, by this time you are ready to 
object ( for 'tis your way,out of an over-zealous 
aftection. to find Abſyrdities in your Adverſary, 
tocatch.at any thing that ſeems ſo. at firſt fight 
without matyrely weighing it) -that by this 
means I make all' Proteſtants, Quakers, nay 
Turks and Heathens too of our Religion , b 
making them follow our Rnle of Faith ,- Tradi- 
tion; and-you have a little to that -purpote p. 
147. and elſewhere much more if I remember 
right. '* But, Sir, I ſhalbundeceive-you-eafily, by 
diſtinguiſhing between Tradition taken'at large, 
or as | call it Swre-footing p. 74. the natural way 
of Tradition, | and Chriſtian Tradition. That 
has the abetment,..and\Eoncern 'of many Natus 
ral ties to make it follow'd, and 'in Publick and 
univerſally-concerning matters of fat , it layes 
a kind of force upon man's Nature, asin the Ex1- 
ſtence of William the Conquerour , Mahomet, 
Alexander, &c. This has, beſides, Supernatural 
Ailiſtances of the Holy Ghoſt, to ſtrengthen the 
greateſt force of Nature, But to omit _ 

: IHC. 
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dittcrences, what concerns us moſt at preſent, 
1s, that Thzs pretendsto bee an Uninterrupted 
Derivation from Chriſt ,- whence 'tis call'd Chri- 
ft:an Tradition 3 whereas any other, for example 
yours in following your Fore-fathers, can pretend 
unintezruptedneſs yo farther than your firſs Re- 
former ; whoſe immediate Anceſtors being Ca- 
tholik, your chain is broke,or at anenJ;whence, 
for the ſame reaſon, this ſhort-lin'd Tradition 
ought to be called his, ( for example the Luthe- 
ran ) and not Chriſtian Tradition. The more 
therefore you , or any other adhere to any other 
Tradition, ſo much farther you recede from, 
andare more obſtinate againſt Chriſtian Tradis 
tion ; ſince , doing ſo, you hold more' firmly 
to that which was a renouncing the other. 
Theſe rubs remov'd, wee advance to our 
point, which is to examin whether, in like- 
lihood, more particulars have fail'd propaga- 
ting their Kind than their Faith, To do 
this the ſhorter and clearer wee will pitch upon 
one Inſtance which your ſelf mention, namely, of 
the vaſt multitudes which ſince Luther , in Ger- 
mary, Denmark, Sueden , England , Scotland, 
Treland, &c. have renounc t the Roman=Catho- 
lik Faith. | And, fince by our former Diſcourſe 
and indeed common Senſe, none in any of thoſe 
Countries were AFual Deſerters of Tradition 
(by which I mean Catholik or Chriſtian Tradi- 
tjon ) but thoſe who once held it , which their 
Deſcendents did not , but either —— 
ition 
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dition at large , or their Tradition, that is the 
Tradition of what theſe Deſerters educated them 
to, hence wee are to exclude all the innumera- 
ble Deſcendents from thoſe 4@xall Deſerters, as 
perſons unconcern'd at allin my Diſcourſe , my 
expreſs words ever excluding them. And, be- 
cauſe thoſe Deſerters began not all with Luther, 
but ſome fell 20. ſome 40. years after him , I will 
put my ſelf upon the diſadvantage to put them 
all to be fal'n ſooner, to wit, about 20. years 
after Luther - it being all one toour Caſe, forno 
more could fall but all thoſe that aftually then 
did fall ( in regard wee allow their Deſcendents 
to continue their Fathers ſteps ) though wee 
put them to fall all at once. Imagin then that 
inthe Year 1537. all were falln that did fall ci- 
ther then, before,( I mean, beforethat Year, ſince 
Luther ) and after that time 3 what proportion 
may wee conceive they might bear to all Ca- 
tholikes then living whether in the Greek or Ro- 
man Church , whether in thoſe parts of the 
world or America, whoſe Converſion was 


-then well begun? I conjefture wee ſhould be 


very liberal to grant, they equaltd one third 
( that is were the fourth)) part of thoſe who 
were found living , in the Year aſlign'd and ad- 
hering to Tradition. , . 

This Jai'd, let us confider next how many wee 
tay conceive to havefail'd in that Yearand ever 
ſince that is for 128. Years in propagating their 
kind. And firſt wee will take a view of thoſe 
who 
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whodie by naturall Deathsor Cafualtics, before 
they enter into 'the 'ordinary Circumftance of 
Propagation, Marriage; and yet conduc't; ig 
their proportion,” to the inſtilling Faith into 
thoſe they converſt with, For, afſoon as any ar- 
rive to that pitch of age as to expreſs them- 
ſelves Chriſtianly in their Language and Beha- 
viour, 'tis evident they comaturally. infinuate 
into others of an inferiour pitch they converſe 
with, totheir flender Degree , the ſame things 
they hole and practiſe 3 and fo are truly parts of 
the Church"Effential as delivering, or parts of 
Tradition; and, though wee might begin much 
fooner-to reckon them ſuch , yet wee will to 
avoid diſpute rake them 'from the age of 14. to 
234. before which time if any marry, there are as 
many that marry later, and if this be not enou 
to baJlance itto an Equality wee will allow all 
lay-peopte that I've ummarry'd ,. arid all that 
marry and yet die before they have children or 
never have any, into the bargain. Thoſe then 
between the age of 14. and 24.teckaning the 
whole time of man's life go. Years , arethe gth, 
part of "mankind that werefound Iividg: in our 
Age. Putting then all the prefent Liyers in that 
Ape to die m'the Year wee | mp upon (that 
ſo wee may for clearneſs reduce our. Diſcourfe 
to the fame dererminate compaſs of tithe ) wee 
may well-put the 9th. part of mankind living in 
that Year todie between 14.and 24; that is,” to 
(ig withoane. candinriny tn nrmanet *heir kind; 
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| though they contribute to propagate their Faith; 
py: EF this number bee thought too great , be- 
| cauſeofthe healthfulneſs of that Age , wee will 


t ig by . . 

"5 | accountit but a tenth though in truth it 

os deſerves to bee held lr an8th.or 7th.becauſe 
; of the numerouſneſs of that Decad in compa- 


"a riſon of the perſons found Living in thoſe Decads, 
ate beginning rom the 60th; .70th. and the goth. 
erſe Year, which are very few. Certain then*tis 

| according to our beſt morall Eſtimation a tenth 


. - | 
4 | part of mankind within that prefixt Year die (1 
> of | meanatenth part of thoſe who do then die) 


' { Who havehad a handin propagating Faith and 
' en not their Kind. Next. na — omliply that 
tenths part by the number of the Years elapst 
ſince , that is, from the Year 1537. that is for 
ugh 13S, Years, and tis plain that wee ſhall have 
, 217 128, tenths, that is near 13. times as many as 


that | Iiv'd inthat whole Year, Wherefore, the Au- 
2p all Deſerters of Tradition reaching but to one 
hen © 4*Þ- of the mankind that liv'd in that Year as was 


the |} ſhown above, it follows that the number of 
och. thoſe ſince Lxther, who dy'd without propaga- 
"our | ting their kind amounts to 4. times thirteen 
thas I fimes, thatis, above 50. times more than 
that |} thoſe who a@ually deſerted Tradition ſince that 
nirfe þ _ or . thoſe who fail'd to propagate their 
_ F Faith, 

es” Again, let us weigh the multitudes found in 
ty [9ny one Year to belong to the whole Ecclehiaſti- 
:2&, [call Body of the Catholik Church, whercever 
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extended, with the innumerable Companies of 
the ſeveral Religious Orders of men and wom: 
with their Lay-Attendants, and confider wh: 
proportion they may be held to bear to tl 
whole Bady of the Church living in the fan 
Year, and fo,to thoſe that die inthat Year : Th 
wee may not exceed, wee will allot them-to tal 
up but a four hundreth part of the Church 
nay ( that wee may no more be troubled wit 
Mr. Tillotſons uncharitab e rallery p, 172. 173, 
wee will allow them, to amount but to a five 
hundreth part of thoſe who liv'd or dy'd in th: 
Year wee pitcht on; that istheredied that Ye: 
onely a fivehundreth part of the Church, th: 
propagated their Faith and not their kind 
which low number is.a moſt advantageous Cor 
ceſſon of ours, if wee take out as wee ough 
all thoſe that dy'd from 14. to 24. former] 
ſpoken of: But, bee'it onely a. fivehundret 
partz yet this multiply'd by 128. the numbe 
of the Years ſince, there being four times 124 
found in 500. riſes to bee a full fourth partc 
the Totall living inthe Year 537. thats full a 
many as were the 4Fuall deſerters of Traditio 
ſince Luther. Add, that the perſons now inſiſte 
on('of whom wee might double the number, Jar 
all of them abſolutely-the moſt Eminent part 
of Tradition- that are, viz. the whole entir 
Body of the Church Governours or Eccleſpads 
eens 5 a very few of whom} experience ha 
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Holy Catholik Faith to mapy Nations in a few 
Years 3 the reſt ſuch whoſe exemplary devour 
lives exhibit the practice of Chriſtianity in-fo 
eminent 4 perfeCtion.,. and . with ſuch Fader 
over the hearts of the Generality , that next to 
the Sacred Authority, and-Exalted Sancticy-of 
the others ,- nothing more truitfully propagates 
Chriſtian: Life and. Doctrin than thoſe who are 
thus barren to therworld. .... 

. Thus much for the number of Propagaters'-of 
th:ir Faith , - and;not their Kind amongſt thoſe 
who-were formerly. Catholikes; { but what-a 
ſtrange counterpoiſe does it add; af wee go about 
to.compute thoſe vaſt Nations which fince/Di- 
ther have of new accru'd to. Tradition; and who 
have been: ſpiritually. gezz4i in. Evanegelio ;, and 
this,-(which enbances our Advantage ) not by 
Lineall Deſcendents inthe ſame place, but a few 
Externs , and inſuch places; to wit, Heathen» 
iſm , . where there has:been noDeſerters of Tra- 
dition formerly , nor any ſince todiminiſh' their 
number by their canriterballanceAhence Fhave 
title. to-add not onely-the firſt Adberers to Ca- 
tholik Religion. there: but alſaall their Poſte- 
rity ſince who.have ſtuck to it, *they. being Clea- 
vers-to Tradition ; .and ſo coumterdiſtinguith't 
to Rehnquiſhers -of Tradition... Which if wee 
compute ever fi2ce the time about Zxther,: who 
can averr (conſidering the valitneſs of the Terri» 
tories they poſiefs )»they equall not the Total! 
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from the beginning of the Church, - 

One Conſlideratioa is' yet more than all t: 
relt; but, Imuſt not lay claimto itatpreſen 
leſt I break hargain, having confin'd my felt 
the circumſtance of time 2 Luther ; yet 
not unlawfull to mention it. *Tis this; that 1 
diverſe Centuries before: .Lather there had n 
been any conſiderable. number of [Actuall D 
ſerters of Tradition, ('as-who is read in Ecc! 
flaſticall hhiftories cannot but know ) but : 
moſt all Fatlowers of tt;;: that is, Propagaters 
it practically to the immediately undergrow1 
Faithfull.,.:Duaring, which time if wee: calcula 
how many, both in thoſe lay=perfons.. whody 
from 14; to-24::'and all-thofe Religious and £ 
cred Perſens;;: the . beſt Propagaters:of Fait 
fail'd in propagating their kind , it will bee ve 
difficult {Lhad almoſt ſaid ; molt impudent ) 
deny but they; unpropertionably almoſt exce 
theinumber:ofthe Afuall-Deſerters of Trad! 
op that have.been fince Chriſt. For I fee 
reaſon toguilgeby whatT have read in Ecclel 
ſticall Hiſtoty., that thenumber of the :A&u 
Relinquiſhersof the Church have exceeded t 
number of the Churches Totall, takenin a 
determinate time, thrice repeated 3 If youc 
ſhow there were. more, you may pleaſe to : 
quaint us with, the ſight. . In the mean rime 
hope you underſtand by this time my poſitio! 
ſo fecure that I can allow you 40. timesas mat 

and yet fear no.danger of being woft intpuder 
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. . You may alledge perhaps this is but an Eya- 
lonnow, but was not my Senſe when | writ. 
To which I anſwer, I have ſhown it to have 
been my meaning already, out of my plain 
words, and whoever reads Swre-feoting p. 74. 
and 75. fhall ſee there exprefly the Grounds laid 
for each branch of this diſcourſe: which, Sir, 
had you been pleas'd to read over with a mind, 
to admit. them into your underſtanding faculty, 
yuu might have ſav'd mee this labour of dilating 
on them, and your felf the blemith of ranting 
apainſt a poſition as that tharr which nothing car 
bee more impudent , which onely your careleſ- 
neſs to readit, or reſolution not to heed it, hin- 
der'd from being oſt innocent. + 
-. 'It were not unſeaſonable perhaps, if I 
ſhould here ainuſe you with another Paradox , 
namely that the deſerting Tradition ſtrergthers 
itz I mean, that, Tradition, when a Hercly 
ariſes, gains more of Intenſiveneſs and vigor ; 
than it loſes in it's Extenliveneſs 3 nay that the 
Intenſivenels which accrues to it by that means 
is the way to make:it branch out afterwards 
into a far greater Extent, Tbegin my Explica- 
tion of this from your words p. 176, If T ſhould ſee 
a whole nation fail becauſe no body wonld marry or 
contribute to propagate &c, By which I perceive 
you miſunderſtapd the nature of the things in 
hand. Inthe bufineſs of warriage there is nothing 
to contraſt with it onthe other ſide, but being 
naturall and held withalla holy ſtate, they pe 
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will ( that is, they who will not voluntarily oblig 
themſelves to another holter.) may undertak 
it ; whence it hasno Univerſal Oppoſit , and 
takesit's free courle , when convenient , and 
liable onely to' common Contingencies. Bur 1 
things of Corrupt Nature and Grace , the matte 
is carry*d quite otherwiſe ;-'and, becauſe eithe 
ſide has a great oppolitionagainſt the other, an 
withall a very great, or rather a kind of Vniverſ; 
ſway and force, hence the courſe of ſuch thing 
conliſts in a kind of Lndulation : So that, now 
Corrupt Nature when ſhee finds her ſelf a litt! 
more free, follows her own tendency or prc 
penſion, and bears downwards; and now' agai 
Supernatural and Gracious Affiſtances wit 
which the Wiſdome of the Eternal Father hai 
furniſh'e his Church ſuperabunaantly , bein 
ſhock't and excited even by this contrary motio! 
_ of Nature, begin to put themſelves forward 
ito an oppolit motron , and ſtrive more vigo 
rouſly to raiſe themſelves upwards: Forexample 
Diſciplin, which is to apply Chriſtian motives; b' 
tract of time grows remiſs inthe Church 3; henc 
decay of virtue, diſloluteneſs of life, addictio! 
to material goods, and, conſequently Ignorance 
creep in by infenſible degrees into diverſe- parts 
fo that it happens there are multitudes of corrup 
Members in the Church , and regardleſs of an) 
duty 3 who, therefore, want nothing but a fai 
occaſion, and one to lead them to break al 
ties of Virtue and Obedirnce , and run into the 
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utmoſt Extravagancies. Nor can wee think 'bnt 
in the courſe of ſuch a vaſt variety as is found in 
a World , now and then there will bee found 
among(t thoſe wicked men ſome notable fellow, 
plauſible 
tongue, ſo circumſtanc't that hee can hope for 
Impunity by the friendſhip of fome great perſon, 
_ ſo dares give way to his proud delire of 'ha- 
ving followers, or his private ſpleen ,, to re- 
nounce the Church's Faith, and ſhake of -the 
yoak of her diſciplin. Hereupon, the rampires 
of Government and dilciplin being forc't and 
violently broken down , preſently like a Torrent 
or Inundation all thoſe whoſe hearts were cor- 
rupted with ſpiritual pride, or other vices, like 
brute beaſts, leapafter one another out of the 
Fold of the Church , and threaten to trample 
down all that's Sacred;z Reviling the Church, 
and laying to her charge all the faults found in 
particular perſons , asif they were Effects of her 
Do&rinz though their own knowledge telthem 
otherwiſe 3 and make ule of tailings in particu- 
lar Governours to renounce and extirpate the 
Government it ſelf. 

On the contrary thoſe good Catholikes who 
by this Trial are made manifeſt , ſtir up their 
zeal both in behalf of their Faith and their Go- 
vernours, inſtituted by Chriſtz and deteſt the 
vicious Lives and Pride of thoſe Rebels, the 
Parents of ſuch a horrid Revolt. The Gover- 


nours, alarm'd, begin to look iato the Caule 
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of this diſtration, and to 'provide wholeſome 
Remedies. They call Councils ( Generall ones 
if need bee ) to ſtraiten afreſh Ecclefiaſticall 
Diſciplin 3 enjoyning the Officers of the Church 
to ſtand every one to his Charge. They take or- | 
der to promote worthy Officers, and to advance 
Ecclefiaſtical Learning; they recommend afreſh 
by their grave Authority the points of Faith , to 
the Eocleſia Credens ,” as the depoſitune preſerv'd 
uninterruptedly in the Church from Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles ,' and eſtabliſh them in a particular 
beleef ofthem 3 nay make theſe more intelligi- 
ble and rational by Explicating them more at 
largez or, if #he Heretical party involve and 
confound them in ambiguous words, they define 
and declare them m language ' moſt properly 
ſuting to the ' ſence writ in the hearts of the 
Faithfull ; and, laftly,anathematize the Revol- 
ters , if they prudently judge their contumacy 
irreducible; that, ſo, the remaining Body may 
concieve a juſt horror and averſion againſt that 
Rebellious party , and bee preſerv'd uninfeted 
with their contagious Communion. All which 
Advantages and much more are viſibly found in 
the Change made in the Church by that never- 
enough-renowned Synod the Council of Trent 
occaſion'd by Luthers fall. Nor 'is this all ; 
for the Faithfull got onely grow more virtuous 
by the reformatien of Church-diſciplin, but 
even by the Calumnies of their Adverſaries : 
Again, the learned party in the Church are exci- 
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ted to far greater induftry., and conſequently 
Knowledge, by the inſulting oppoſition of the 
Churches enemies : whoſe diſgracing points of 
Faith. for abſurd and —_ ,' ftir up 
divines toſhow their conformity with acknow- 
ledg'd naturall Truths asdoes their calling into 
queſtion the Ground and Certainty of Faith, 
open'.the underſtandings of thofe who defend 
it, to look into the Cauſes on which Gods ſweet 
and ſtrong Providence has founded it's infallible 
Perpetuity, and fo: demonſtrate it. A taſkno 
Heretick dur(t ever attempt, finding Principles 
failing him to begin withz that is, Cauſes laid by 
Gods Providence to build his Congregation onz 
whence all they can do is to talk gaily and plau- 
fibly about the Concluſions themſelves and 
laugh at Pnanciples. 

From which diſcourſe is Evident that by occa- 
fionofa Hereſy ( which purities the Church of 
all her ill hamors, and rectifies and makes ſound 
what remains ) Tradition renews as it were it's 
Youth and recovers it's vigor; whence alſoit 
mult needs Propagate and extend it ſelf (till unto 
more and more Subjects, as is alfo daily Experi- 
enc't.. *Tis feen alſo that the abundance of 
corrupe Humors begets Hereſy at Firſt ; for 
mulritudes fall away ther, wheras afterwards 
ſcarce two or three inany Age deſertthe Catho- 
lick Banner. It appears alſo that Secular intereſt 
or deſire of Liberty and Spirituall Pride,not zeal 
of Truth begun and continu'd the breach; I 
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mean in the Leaders; for afterwads they are 
content to remain where they are without troub- 
ling themſelves to propagate the Truthto other 
Nations 3 nay, they have let:the large region of 
Nubia run to wrack (for as Mr. T. to make us 
ſmile, tells usp.' 174+ Alvarez ſayes, it was 
for want of Miniſters ) and never ſentſo much as 
one fingleProteſtantParſon to affiſt them. Itſhows 
alſv, how unconcern'd the Catholik Churches 
Stability 18 in all the Herehes that have: or ſhall 
fall 3 ſince they onely tend to'confirm and -radi- 
cate more deeply in the hearts of the Faithfull 
the Points of Faith they renounet.; to occaſion 
reformation of diſciplin arid ſo to purify their 
virtue. Laſtly, it ſhows how Tradition or the 
Delivery of Faith by the Living Voice andPrac- 
tice of the Catholik Church is ſo immovyab! 

planted by 'the hand-'of the Almighty, that 
it loſes nothing by all the Actuall Deſerters of it 
that ever have been, but is by that means onely 
prun'd of it's faples branches to ſhoot out in due 


ſeaſon livelier and farther. : But, to return my 
Friend. 0 Þ ts OG 

[ hope Sir you will pardon mee if I have 
rather taken pains to open your underſtandin 
alittle in acquainting it -more fully with that 
part of my doctrin'is totally miſtook, than to pro- 
ceed with your Faults; in lieu of whichT here 
pardon you all the Injuries you have done my 
meaning or words in neer the other half your 
Eook,thatis from p. 176.to p. 300, though [ſee 
t4 them 
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. them many, and ſome of them very grols ones. 


The Teſtimony part I would not here negle@,be- 
cauſe as you ſhallſee ſhortly, they concern not 
'my book as any proofs of the point,and ſoare im- 
proper to bee allow'd room in my future Anſwer: 
which deſignes nothing but againſt your reaſons. 
Youare refoly'd to bee brief inthem, and I hope 
to bee briefer 3 in which, I thank you, you have 
helpt mee much by your manner of handling 
them. I will paſs by divers of your little quirks 
upon my whether real or pretended. miſtakes in 


things unconcerning, and onely touch upon what 
15 more pertinent. ' | FE, 


And firſt , I am ſorry I muſt begin with the 
old complaint that you miſtake quite { whether 
purpolely or no let others judge ) what was my 
intent In producing thoſe Teſtimonies. Can 
you really and in your heart think they were 
intended - againſt the Proteſtants, - that you ſet 
your felves fo formally to anſwer them? or can 

« you judge mee ſo weak. a Diſputant as toquote 
againſt you the 2d. Council of Nice or the Coun. 
cil of Trext fo elaborately; whereas 'I know you 
would laugh at their Authority as heartily as 
vou did at my Fir(t Principles? Sureif I meant 
tl am the Firſt Catholick Controvertiſt that 
ever fel} into ſuch an errour. My intent, 
manifeſt in the Title and the whole courſe of 
my writing there was this, that having deduc't 
many particulars concerning the Rule of Faith 
NY, whuch 
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which manner of Explication might ſeem new to 


Catholik Controvertiſts, I would endeavour 
to ſhow to them rather than to you that both 


others of old , and the Catholik Church - ac ' 


preſent favourd my Explication. This was my 
main ſcope, however, as divers Teſtimonies 


gave mee occaſion, I apply'd them by the way 


againſt Proteſtants. 

Your ſecond miſtake is found p. 304. where 
you accuſe mee to have committed as ſhameſull a 
circle, &c. and why, becauſe according to mee 
Scripture depends upon Tradition for it's Senſe, 
and yet I bring Scripture for Tradition. Sir , 
my Tenet is, that nothing can ſence Scripture 
with the Certainty requilit to build Faith upon 
but Tradition which yet well conſiſts with 
this, thatboth you and I may ule our private 
wits todiſcourſe topically what ſence the words 
ſeem moſt favourably-to bear. And'you may 
ſeeI could mean no more by the many deduct 
ons[ make thence alluding to my Tenet , which 
yet I am far from your humour of thinking all to 
bee pure God's Word or Faith, nor yet Demon- 

ration, asyou put 1t upon mee in other Teſti- 
monies p. 308. Though I make account I uſe 
never a Citation thence , but to my judgment I 
durſt venture to defend in the way of human 
{kill , proceeding on ſuch Maxims as are us'd in 
word-{kirmiſhes , to found far moze favourably 
for mee than for you. 


But let's ſee what work you make with my 
Au- 
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Authorities. After-you have unworthily abusd 
Ruſhworth , inalledging him rawly to ſay $cr#- 
pture is no more fit to convince, than a Beetle is 
to cut withall , whereas his Diſcourle runs thus, 
that as hee who maintains a Beetle can cut mult 
cutwithit, but cannot inreaſon oblige others 
to do ſo; ſo they who hold Scripture is the true 
Judge of Controverſies, and fit and able to decide 
all quarrells and diſfentions againſt the Chriſtian 
Faith, bind themſelves, &c. Atcer this prank (I 
ſay of the old ſtamp, you put down p. 303. 
three of my Teſtimonies from Scripture, and 
immediately give a very full and ample Anſwer 
to them all in theſe words. From which Texts 
it Mr. 8. can prove Tradition to bee the onzly 
Rule of Faith, any more than the Philoſopher 
Stone or the Longitude may bee prov'd from the 
1 Cap. of Geneſis, 7 am content they ſhould pals 
for valid Teſtimonies, To which my parallell 
Anſwer is this. From which Reply, and our con- 
ſtant experience of the like formerly”, if it bee 
not evident that Mr. T. will never with his good 
will deal ſincerely with his Adverſary , but in 
ſtead of confuting him, impeſe on him ſtill a Falſe 
meaning , and impugn that in ſtead of him, Twill 
geeld all his frothy Book, to be ſolid Reaſon. 1 
beſeech you , Sir, where do you find mee ſay 
or make {ow of producing thoſe Teſtimomes to 


| nm Tradition the onely Rule of Faith. For 


ruth's ſake uſe yourEyes and read. Do not 1 
expreſs my ſelf Syre-footing p. 126, to produce 
| the 
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the firſt Citation to ſhow how Scripture ſeconds 
or abets my foregoing Diſcourſe meerly as to the 
Self-evidence of the Rule of Faith. Does not 
the ſecond contend for the 0rality of the Rule 
of Faith, it's Uninterryuptedneſ; , and perpetnall 
Ajſiſtance of God's Spirit, and the third of im- 
princang it by the way of living Senſe in mers 
hearts* And, though I ſay thoſe places ſpeak not 
of Books, butdeliver themſelves in words not 
competent to another Rule, yerT contend not 
they exclude another Rule, or ſay there is but 
one Rule and no more. There was indeed p. 12, 
another Teſtimony from St. Paul , contradiſtin- 


guilhing the Law of Grace from Moſes his Law, 


which ſounded excluſively ; but you were 
_ to omit it, and ſo I ſhall letit ſtand where 
It did. | 

You advance to my Teſtimonies from Fathers 
and Councils, and never was young gentleman 
ſo fond and glad that hee had found a hare fit- 
ting as you are to have diſcoverd whence I had 
thoſe Citations : Preſently 4;nw, Lcms, all is 
mirth and triumph and Jubilee. You are a 
Seer, Sir, and will find out the Truth by Reve- 
lation, and (oT had as good ingenuouſly confeſs 
It. *'Twas thus then. When my book was nere 
printed, ſome Friends, who had read my diſ- 
conrſes , dealt with mee to add ſome Authori- 
ties 3 alledging that, in regard L follow'd a way 
of Explication _ which was unuſuall, it would 
give it a greater currency to ſhow it conſonant, 


though . 
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though not in the whole Body of it, yet in the 
moſ}. concerning particulars to the Sentiments 
both of the former and preſent Church. I fore- 
ſaw the diſadvantage my little time would ne- 
cellarily cauſe me 3 yet, willing to defer to the 
Judgment of my Betters, I refolv-d it. Caſting 
about in what Common-place-book I might 
beſt look, for I had not time to rummage Libra- 
ries, nor am I ſo richasto have a plentifull one 
of my own, it came into my mind there were di- 
verſe of that nature in that book where you - 
made fo fortunate Set, and caught fuch a covy 
of Citations in one net together. I afſk+t firſt 


the Authour's leave, who anſwer'd, that when 


a Book was once made publick it was any one's 
that would uſe it; nor knew I, till you came to 
teach mee more manners,I ow*d any account to 
any man elſe; neither do I think your ſelf in 
your Sermons ſtand quoting all the Common- 
place-books or private Authours where you 
meet a Teſtrmony or Sentence tranſcrib-d you 
make uſe of. Hereupon I took the book with 
mee to a Friend-s Chamber near the Prefs, where - 
Proofs already expected my correcting hand 3 
and there , having no other book by mee, felt 
to work. This haſt made mee examin nothing, 
being very ſecure of the perfect ſincerity of the 
Authour I rely'd or, but put them down in his 
words and order. This, Sir, is candidly the true 
Hiſtory cf that affair, which will ſpoil much of 


your diſcourteous vapour, ſhowing a great deat} 
ot 
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+ of empty vanity in you , to magnifie fo highly 
ſuch perty trifles, and ſo totally unconcerning 
the main of rhe buſineſs You laugh p. 305. 
that I who confeſt my felt a bad Tranſcriver , 
tranſcrib'd him 3 how childiſh a Cavill is this? 
As 1t every one who 1s to. bring Teſtimonies , 
whether hee like his talk orno,, muſt not tran- 
ſcribe them from {ome place or other 3 yet you 
tell mee ironically, you will do mee the right to 
_ aſſure the Reader ( that I) do it very punGtual- 
ly and exatly, I wilh, torequite you , Sir, I 
could aſſure the Reader you had as punGually and 
exatly tranſcrib'd mee; you had ſavda great 
deal of precious credit by it , andI a great deal 
of preclqus time and ungratefull pains in laying - 
open your Infincerity. But, to our Teſtimo- 
NIES. 

The firſt is from the Synod of Lateran. The 
force of which you ſay p. 306. lies in the word 
[ deliver'd | which is indifferently 5'd for cont- 
veyance by writings or word of month, But, Sir, 
| there are allo in that Teltimony the words prea- 
ching and teaching, and I do not beleeve it is 
fo Tedifferent to you whether you preach by word 
of month or no , that you ſhould ſay the word 
Preaching ſounds not conveyance of a thing 
orally. 

The next Teſtimony has the ſame Exception, 
and the ſame Anſwer. But you ſay this Council 
particularly this part of the Epiſtle were except- 


ed againſt by ſome, What matter's it, ſo ou 
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did not except againſt it for this patlage or this 
Dodtrin ( which may ſerve for Antwer alſo ro 
the miſtaking Exceptions againſt the 7th. Gene- 
rall Councill which follows next ) Thus Origer 
and Tertul/jan are both'excepred againſt, yet are 
both commonly alledgd and allow'd where 
the Reaſonsof thoſe Exceptions haveno place. 

Next follow your Anſwers to the Fathers [ 
alledg'd.  - But firſt p. 310. you muſt miſtake 

Ruſpworth, next mee. For Kuſhworth ſpeaks not 
(I mean in the firſt Citation) of Delzzery, but of 
a point delivered ; nor do I here intend to con- 
vince thence the Certainty of Delivery or Tra- 
dition which you proceed upons for, making 
Fathers parts of Tradition , it would make the 
ſame thing prove it felf. Underſtand then right- 
ly, Sir, what I am about, and then I ſhall accepe 
your impugning it for a favour. The Truth of the 
thing is one thing, and the Judgment of a perſor 
concerning it, 1s another 3 And tis not to evince 
the Trath of the point:l producetheſe Teſtimo- 
gies, for in the order of Diſcourling the Know- 
ledgeiof Traditions (or Ferſt Authority's ) Cer» 
tainty-;-antecedes and'gives ſtrength to all the 
other inferiour and Jependent ones, What I on- 
ly aim at then is only to ſhow that ths they 

judg'd ( not toconvince the Truth of the Thing 
from their Judgment.) and thence to ſhow my 
felfnot to be ſirgular in thus judging. Whence 
alſo *tis that I entitled this part Conſent of Anthe- 


rity, &c. Retract then, Fbeleech you, Sir, any 
fuch 
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ſuch thoughts 'or expreſſions as that I would 
hence convince Tradition to be the whole Truth of 
Faith, demonitrate , prove. it : For I intend 
to prove no more by the reſt then by thoſe from 
the Council of Trent , which onely aun:to ſhow 
that ſo and ſo that Council ſaid and held. 
The Firſt Teltimony of a Father 1s Pope Ce- 
leſtines ;, the force of which you think quite ſpoild 
( p- 3104) by Binnins his atber Reading of ſuch 
a word. And why I pray? unleſs he could makeit 
out his reading were true, the other falſe which 
F{cenot attempted. But you let itpaſs;and anſwer 
that [- retain'd by . Succeſſuon from the Apoſtles 
till this very time |may mean by 8cripture ,. as 
well as by Orall Tradition. ] conceive not, a 
T give you my reaſon; becauſe, who make Scri- 
ptare their Rule, are unconcern'd whether their 
Faith was retaind to this very time from the A- 
poitles by Succeſſron , or no ; For , though all 
the world apoſtatiz'd ; and fo interrupted that. 
Succeſſion, yet, as long as they have the Letter 
of Scripture, it being plain to all, their Faith 
1s retain'd. ſtill, What you quote this Father 
afterwatds to ſay of Scripture, wee heartily ſay 
Amen to, ſo you mean by S8cripteres that Book 
ſer'ct by its proper Interpreter ( as to points of 
Faith ) the Church. And, you are to ſhow he 
meant otherwiſe. | Lo: ora 
You choke with an &c. better half of Irenevs 
his Teſtimony p. 311. which ſpoils your anſwer 
to the firſt; for it ſpeaks of his preſent dayes 
| wher? 
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when the Scripture was not onely left by the 
Apoſtles, but ſpread and to bee had , and yet 
that many nations of thoſe Barbarians who beleeve 
in Chriſt, had ( even then ) ſalvation writ in 
their hearts without Charafers and Ink, dili- 
gently keeping the ancient Tradition. 

The Subſtance of your Anſwer to Origer: 
312. is onely this, that unleſs I mean by Churches 
Tradition preſerv'd by order of Succeſſuon , myſti- 
call interpretations of Scripture ſodeliver d down, 
you aſſure mee Origen is not for my turn. And 
I aſſure you, Sr, 'tis [o learned an Anſwer that 
I dare not oppoſe it- 

Tertullian is next, to whom by offering to 
wave him , you ſhow your felt 312. /ittle 4 
Friend; and no kindneſs 15 loſt for hee is as little 
a Friend to you driving ſuch as you in his Pre- 
fcriptions from any Title to diſpute out of or even 
handle Scripture, yet you ſay he ſaies no more 
but beleeve what is | Traditum |] deliverd 3 
though as alledg'd by mee Sure-footing p. 133. 
hee ſayes much more ina large intire Teltimony 
Which you not ſo much as mention. You teil mee 
alſo hee meant deliver'd by the Scriptures , but 
you ſtrain bard to make it come in. And Tertulli- 
41 is the unlikelieſt man in the world to provoke 
tothe Scriptures, who tells us{ deprzlcrip. c. 
I6. ) Nibil proficit congreſſns Scripturarum, niſt 
plane ut aut Stomachi quis ineat everſionem , aut 
crerebri, S8cripture-diſputes avail nothing but 
meerly either to make ones Stomach, or his head 
lurt#; H But; 


| 


Put, alas, Sir how are you gravelld with the 
two Firſt Teſtimonies from Athanafins ard how 
:zhely you pals them oyer p. 313. The Proteſ- 
tants firſt maxim is Releeve no men, wor Ys 
rar C'imrch , but ſearch the Scriptures, that is 
ſeek for your Faith there: Againſt which way 
his whole diſcourſe is bent, as may bee ſeen 
furefoot: p. 133+ 134. Is Faiths coming down by 
Anceſtours the ſame as coming down by a book £ 
or doe not the words, | from Chrift by Fa- 
thers | mean by words expreſſing the Sexſe int 
their hearts, | but [ by « book not to bee Senc't 
by them , but plain of it ſelf? ] The third Teſtt- 
meny expreſly faies. *T7s to bee anſwer'd to 
thoſe things | which alone of it ſelf ſuffices }] that 
thoſ” e are not of the Orthodox Churc | and that 
our Anceitors never held ſo. You tell mee it 
is 4 groſs errour that hee thought this alone > Or 
without Scripture ) might $ce ſufficient; I wonder 
what mean the words | hich alone of it ſelf 

ſuffices : } if they bee not exclufive of any thing 
elſe as neceſſary , words have loſt their fignificatt- 
on , and 1 my reaſon. I but, hee quotes Scrip 
ture forit afterwards ! True; and hee expre 
himſelf to do ut 7ſt Adverſaries from his being 
wholly ſilent ſhould take occaſion to bee more ins- 
pudent. That is,the reaſon of the thing requir'd 
t-not, but the unreſaonableneſs of the Carpin 
humour of Adverſaries. You alledge his — 
That Faith which was profeſt by the Fathers inthe 
Nicene Conncil according to the Scriptures 315, 


I. 3, 


| 


»*»F —— Fr” a 'v 


(115) 

I, 2. 4. &c. 3s to mee ſufficicnt, &c, Whenes 
your diſcourſe makes his opznion to bee that 
Scripture is the ſufft cient Rule of Faith. Lord? 
Sir, where are yuur thoughts wandring ? or 
what's the Nominative Caſe in that clauſe [ is 7s 
mee ſufficient } to the word is? Ts1t not that 
Faith : to wit, the Nzcene, which vuu miſtake 
for the Rule of Faith, and joyn the Epirhet, ſuf: 


ficient, toRule of Faith, winch in the Teſtimony 


1s joyned to Fatth £ Your conceit that 3f ſeemrs 
hence the Scripture was to him the Rule to judge 
the Creeds of Generall Conncills 18a very weak 
one : hee told you before his Faith came to him 
by Tradition of Anceſtours; all that is here inti- 
mated is that hee judg'd the Njicene Creed to be 
according to the Seriptares; and what Catholik 
judgesnot ſoot that and the Council of Trent 
too', and yet holds not Scrzpture which is to bee 
interpreted by the Church the Rule and Stan- 
dard to judge the Church by > To uie your own 
words p. 332. Ton uſe awretched importunity to 
perſwatle Teftimonies to bee pertinent 5 yet all will 
nor do, and your roo violent {training them 
makes them the more confeſs their natural! re- 
luctancy. | 

But now'comes' the Teſtimony of Clemens 4- 
lexandrinw, charg'd tobe taken ( not by mee, 
but by the Authour 1 borrowed it of ) out ofthe 
middle of a long Sentence, and borh before it 
and after it Scriptrre nam'd fo as to make it 
quite oppolit'ito our Tenet. Tt have already gi- 
H 2 ver 
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ven account of my action 3 and my Adverſary, 
now become my ſJudye, charges 1t not wholly 
upon mee. Alas, I am not able to read the Tet- 
timonies in the books and underſtand them 
there, 'tis ſuch a peece of maſtery ; and there- 
fore am tain to take them upon truſt from 0- 
thers that car read them there. But my Sedu- 
cer, how hee will acquit himſelf of ſo foul an Im- 
putation is left to auy Ingenuons Papiſt to judge | 
&c, Sir, let mee tell you, you fhould confider 
circumltancesere you come to lay on fuch heavy 
charges. I beſeech you was the book in which 
this Seducer ( forſooth ) us'd this Teſtimony 
writ againſt Proteſtants who hold Seripture, the 
Rule of Faith, or againſt ſome Catholik Divines 
holding the Opinion of Perſonal Fnfallibility ? 
Clearly again(t the later. This being ſo what 
was hee concern'd to tranſcribe the whole la 
Teſtimony , no wrong, being done to them 2? e1- 
ther pofition of Feeleſgaſticall Tradition, which 
hee cites, or of Scripture which hee cites not, 
equaily making againſt that Tenet 3 or rather 
that pallige of Fecleſiaſticall Tradition , being 
far more cthicacious upon them than that which 
concern d Scripture which they account not oh- 
ligatory unleſs interpreted by the Church. By 
this time the Reader will diſcern there was a 
orcat deal of raſhneſs in the Accuſer, but no In- 
lincerity at all in the Alledger. Nor is there the | 
leaſt danger of the Teſtimonies following , up- _ 
braiding them who patch together abundance 0 
Fe 
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falſe words and fitions that they may ſeem ratio- 
| nally not to admit the Scriptures; tor what is 
. this to us whoſe endeavours are to lay Gron1's 
| beginning trom Firſt Principles why wee and 
| every man may and ought rationally admit the 
| Scriptures ; and neither make our Faith ridicu- 
lous by admitting into it what's uncertain, nor 
leaving any excule to Atheiſticall Impicty in nat 
admitting what's Certain > This is the ſumme 
of my aim and endeavours, though nothing will 
content you, but that wee admit the Letter to 
bee pluin tou'l, and, by conſequence, to you 3 
anc then your Fancy 1s to bee accepted for God's 
Werd, and your pride of anderſtanding will bee 
well at eaſe, 

You paſs over nine of my Teſtimonics3 two 
from St. Baſil , and three from St. Auſtin , al- 
iedg'd by mee Sure-footing P. 1395, 136, I 37. 
one from Trenens,, and two from Tertul/ian, and 
another from St. Peter C hryſologus , SHTC fe 10tin10 
p. 138,139, {lcighting them as but a few; where- 
as, ſpeaking of Teſtimonies from the Fathers, 
as you do here , you had anſwer'd but cight in 
all which you feem by your words to judge 
{nch a great multitude in compariſon of 9, 2nd 
thoſe 9, or thoſe few which remain ( 2$\0u call 
them) ſo inconitderable fortheirnumber in re- 
yy Afpect of the other{ numerous or innumera le 8, 
that the paucity of their number made them 


leſs deſerve ſpeaking to. Yet a careleſs generall 
kind of Anfwer you give ſuch as it is p. 319. tel. 
H 3 lrg 
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ling the Reader that zbere is nothing of Argumonz 
in thoſe few which remain, but frow the ambignui. 
tz of this word Tradition; which wee will need; 
take for unwritten Tradition. You add p. 318. 
that you need not ſhow ihis of every one of them in 
particulr 5, fir , whoſoever ſhall read them with 
this Key , will jind that they are of no force to 
conclude what hee drives at. 1 was going , Sir, 
zo ie your own words, and to alk with what 


Jace you could pretend th;s 2 Ler's bring the 


book ; Ile undertake it ſhall not bluſh to tell 
you how carcleſs you are of what you fay. Fomit 
that rhe word Tradition doth by Ecclefiaſticall 
uſe ſipnitic in the firſt place wrwritten Tradition. 
Moreover , that wee may Jet Mercy triumph 
over Juſtice, wee will pardon the firſt FTeltimo- 
ny 3 tound p. 135. though St. Baſel by counter- 
poling Tradition of Faith , to the conceits of 
the Heretick Exnomins ſeems to mean by Trads- 
tion Senſe receiv'd from Fathers atteſting 3 this 
being the moſt oppolit to Conceits or new-Inven- 
ted Fanciesthat can bee; for even an Interpre- 
zation of Scripture may bee a Conceit or Fancy 
newly invented , whereas what's barely deli- 
ver'd cannot bee ſuch. 

The 2d. is, the ſame St. Baſil 's p. 136. Let 
Trodition bridl: thee, Our Lord taught thus, the 
Apeſules preach't it , the Fathers conſerv'd it, our 
Anceſtours confirmed it , bee content to ſay as 
thou art taught. . Is not here enough to lignifie | 
enrriiicu Tradition? Did Chriſt zeach it by rea» | 
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ding it in a written Book ? or the Apoſtles preach 
it by book or is the perpetuating it by Fathers and 
Anceſtonrs the keeping it by way of writing £ 
The thitd is St. Auſtin's p.136. I will rather be- 
leeve thoſe things which are Celebrated now by 
t he Conſent of Learned and unlearned , and are 
confirm throughout 4ll Nations by mof? graue 
Authority. 18 univerſall conſent and moſt grave 
Authority of all natio#s , the book of Scripture 
or written Tradition? or rather is it not moſt Evi- 
dently unwritten univerſall Tradition or Senſe in 
the hearts of all Beleevers learned and unlcarned, 
or the Church Effentiall ? 

The 4th is from the fame St. Auſtiv. 'Tis 
manifeltthat the Authority of the Catholik Church 
is of force to cauſe Faith and aſſurance. Do theſe 
words | Authority of the Catholick Church 
mean the Book of n__—_ 2 Or can [I delire 
more then this Father offers mee in expreſs terms? 
or a greatez Teſtimony that you are to eek for 
an Anſwer to it then the ſtrange Evaſion you 
ſubſtitute inſtead of a reply ? Eſpecially if wee 
take the Teſtimony immediatly following, 
from the beſt eſtabliſht Seats of the Apoſtles even to 
this very day is ſtrengthen'd by the Series of £iſhop- 

Jucceeding them, and by the Aſſertion of ſo many 
nations, Is here the word Tradition pretendecl 
Indifferent and apt to bee taken ambiguoully ? 
and not rather Aſertions of ſo many nations, 
or Conſent of nations , and Authority ofthe Ca- 


tholik, Church, of force to cauſe Faith and Aſſi 
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rances which to demonſtrate 15the whole En- | 
deivour of Sure-fooring. 

The 5th is the ſame Fathers cited p. 137. The | 
Faithfull do poſſeſs perſeveringly a Rule of Faith | 
common to little and great in the Church, Is the | 
worc Church the ſame with the word Tradition 
or in danger of being ambiguous, or ('as you ſay 
of the word Tradition p. 318. ) commonly us'd 
by the Fathers to ſignify tous the Scriptures ? 

The 6th. is of St. Irenenus. AU thoſe whowill 
hear Truth may at preſent perfetly diſcern in the 
Church the Tradition of the Apoſtles, maniftſt in 
the whole world. What means the word | at 
preſent | but that the Pradition of the Apoltles 
15 yet vigorous and freſh in the Church ? which 

remark had very unhtly ſuted with Scriptures, 

The jth and 8th are Tertullians. Both ſay 
the ſame Sence , that what is eſtabliſpt as Sacred 
or profeſt at this preſent day in the Churches of 
the Apoſtles is #2anifeſely deliver'd by the Apoſtles 
or a Tradition of the Apoſtles; which is incompe- 
tent to Scripture, it not being a Tradition or point 
del;vered , but the Delivery. | 

The laſt is of Chryſologus , which has indeed 
the word Tradition, but by the additional) 
words | ef ;ke Fathers 7 not left ambiguous but 
determin'd to unwritten Tradition : For the 
Fathers according to you are not to give, or dill= + 
ver down the Sence of Scriptures, it being 
plain of 1t ſelf. 

This Sir, is th? upſtct of your fkillin Note- 
: : | books | 
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Look -learning; the three firſt Teſtimonies from 
Scripture you anſwerd not, miſtaking quite 
what they were brought for ; the 4th you omit- 
ted, You have given pittiful anſwers toeight from 
the Fathers and ſhufled off nine more without 
anſwer, pleading you had given us a Key to 
open them which was never made for thoſe 
locks. By which I ſee you reſerve your greateſt 
Kindneſses , like a right friendly man, till the 
laſt. 


You will not have the Councill of Trent 
make Tradition the onely Rule of Faith ; you 
had oblig'd mee, had you anſ{wer'd my reaſon 
for 1t 11 my 4th note p. 145.146. But this 1s not 
your way; you t1]] flip over my reaſons all along 
as itnone had beca brought, and then ſay ſome 
ſleight thing or other to the Concluſion , as if it 
hadnever been izferrd by mee, but meerlygratis 
and rawly aftirm'd. I have explicated our 
 Divaines that ſeem to differ from mee herein , 
Sure footing p. 187.188. and the Council it felt 
takes my part init, by defining and pratiſimng 
the taking the Sence of Scripture from that 
quod tenuit & tenet Santa Mater Ecclefa,which, 
in this antecedency to Scriptures Sence , can no 
were bee had but fram Tradition. You cavill 
at mee for zot putting down the words in which 
that Councill declares it ſelf to honour the Holy 
Scripture and Tradition with equal! pious affei- 
on and reverence, Why thould I? you fee [ was 
very {tort in all my allegations thence and rather 


touch't 
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touch't at them for Catholicks to read them 
more at large, than tranſcr{b'd them fully. But 
how groundleſs your Cavill is may bee under- 
ſtood hence that I took notice of a far more 
dangerous point to wit it's putting the Holy 
Scriptures conſtantly before Tradition , and 
ſhow'd good reaſon why #5 But you approvenot 
even of any honour done to the Scriptures upon 
thoic Termsz and your intereſt makes you wiſh 
thar rather it's Letter and Serce both ſhould re- | 
main uncertain , thanit ſhould owe any thing 
to the Catholick Church. You aſk how an A- 
poſtle and Evangeliſt ſhould bee more preſent by 
the Scripture aſcertain'd asto words and Sence 
then by orall Tradition? Tanſwer, becauſe that 
Book isin that caſe Evident to bee peculiarly 
and adequately his, whereas Ora!l! Tradition 
was common to all; and *tis doubtable what 
hand ſome of thoſe Apoſtles or Evangeiiſts might 
have had inthe ſource of that which was line- 
ally deriv'd to us. 
Sir, I wonder how you hit ſo right once avsnot 
to anſwer likewiſe rhe Teſtimony I brought p. 
152, of the Cathulick Clergy's adhering to 
Tradition ir: che aick of the breach , you might 
as well have ſpoke to that as to: the Council of 
Trent & divers others: But I perceive it had ſome 
peculiar difficulty, as had divers of the neg- 
lected nine, ele your Genius leads you natu- 
rally to flie at any thing that has but the ſem- 
blance or even name of a Teſtimony : whereas, 
| | Un- 
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unaCtive 1 ſtoop at no ſuch game till I ſee certain- 
ly *tis worth my painsz ane I fear yours will 
ſcarce prove fo 


T Hey come in playp.320.Andbecaule they are 
huddled together here ſomething confuledly, 
it were not amiſs to fort them under Dr. Pierce's 
Heads found Sare-footing, p. 170. 

To the firſt Head , which compriſes thole 
which are onely brought to vapour with , be- 
longs that of St. Hierom. p. 323. 

To the ſecond Head, which conſiſts of thofe 
which are raw, «napply'd, and onely ſay ſome» 
thing in common which never comes home to the 


point , belong all thoſe of Exſebize. That of 


| St, Chryſoſtome and St. Auſtin's p. 324. of Juſtin 


and Theodoret p. 325. That of Hilary p. 327. 
of St. Baſil. p. 328. -of Chryſoſtom. p- 328. and 
32h. and thoſe of St. Anſtir inthe ſame place. 
Of Theoph. Alexandr. p. 330. Theoedoret p. 330. 
331. The 2d. and 3d. from Gerſor. p. 331. 

Fothe 4th. that of St. Auſtin p. 325. 

To the 7th, Head , which compriſes thoſe 
which are falſe, and ſignifie not the thing they 
are quoted for, appertain that of Trenews p.326: 
of St. Auſtin, St. Hierome, and the 2d. of Theoph:; 
Alexandrinus p. 330. 

To the 8th. conlifting ofthoſe which labour of 
obſcurity by an evidently ambignow word , Ly 
| O 
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of Optatizs p. 327. Thefirſt from Gerſon p. 331. 
and that from Lyr#p. 332. 

St. Cyprians Teltimony was writ by him to 
defend an Errour, which both wee and the 
Proteſtants hold for ſuch, and therefore no won- 
der if ( as Bellarmin ayes) more errantinnt 
ratiocinaretur , hee diſcourſed after the rate of 
thoſe thi err; that is, atſumes falſe Grounds 
to build his crrour 6n. Whence the inferring an 
acknow). )g'd falie Concluſion from 1t, 1s an 
argument rarher his Prin: iple was not ſound. 

I know, Sir, you wil) fume at this uſage of 
your Teſtimonics : but with what realon? For 
firſt , you putting them down rawly , without 
particularizing their force or import, or driving 
them home to any point , iny very ſorting them 
under theſe Heads, ſounds a greater particularity 
in my Exceptions: and Anſwer , than you ſhow'd 
any inalledging them. Next , you had refusd 
todo mee the reaſon I begg' d in my Letter to 
my Anſwerer þ.8. in vouching your Teſtimonies 
to bee Concluſrve or Satisfactory 3 which unleſs 
you did, I had already told you there it was my 
reſolution to give them no other Anſwer. And 
I thall candidly make known my Intention 
whyl doo, xd ſhall ever doſo , till you come 
to ſoine pood point in that particular. | had ob- 
ſerv'd what multitudes of voluminous Books 
had and might bee writ in the way of Citation 
without any pcilivility of ſatis{ying, that is, to 


the extreamloſs of time, and prejudice to ratio- 
nal 
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Dal fouls, while any Citation however quality'd 
was admitted , and no Principles laid to ſort 
them, and ſhow which were Concluſive 3 where- 
fore I judg'd it the beſt way ro drive you from 
that inſignificant, and endleſs way of writing, 
to tell in ſhort my exceptions againſt each Teſtt- 
mony, and to force you to vouch them Conclu- 


ſerve. And I pray , why ſhould I or any be put to 


ſhow each of thoſe Citations , to our exceſiive 
pains, inefficacious, whereas your felt , who 1s 
the Alledger, will not take pains to thow any 
one of them to bee efficacious ? But your way 
here is the weakeſt in that kind I ever read or 
heard of. You huddle together a clutter of Ci- 
tations , never apply them particularly as I con- 
ſtantly did mine : Overleap all conſiderations 
of their qualifications , #akedly ſet them down, 
(as you fay p. 332) and then tell us they are 
enough to ſatisfie any unpaſſionate Reader that 
dare truſt himſelf with the uſe of his own Eyes and 
Reaſon, Which is plauſible indeed to flatter 
fools that are paſſionately felf-conceited , other- 
wilel conceive an apaſſionate Reader will re- 
quire much more , it he ever knew what Con- 
troverly meant, Hee would know the variety 
of Circumſtances, Antecedents,Conſequents, &c. | 
Beſides, ſpeaking Equivocally or Rhetorically , 
not diſtinctly and literally, may alter every Teſti- 
mony there 3 Above all hee would confider whe- 
ther they were exprellive onely of ſome perſons 


Opiniozs , and not rather of the ſul;d and cons 
ſtant 


| if 126 ) 

fhant ſenſe of the faithful in that Age 3 vvithout 

. which they want the nature of Teſtimonies. 1s 

it clear to every man's Eyes and Reaſon, none of 
theſe or other faults render all yours Inefficact- 
ous ? Isit clear that when they ſay Scripture is 
plain , they mean plain ts all, even Heathens 
that never heard of Faith, ( fach muſt bee the 
Plainneſs of the Rule of Faith ) or onely to thoſe 
who have learn't Chriſtian Dod@trin already by + 
the Church; that is, who bring their Rule with 
them. I am ſure St. Auitin de DoGFrini Chriſtiant, | 
your beſt Teſtimony , ſpeaks of ſuch Readers as 

_ are timentes Denm ac pietate manſueti , thoſe 
which fear God , and are meek with piety : that 
1s thoſe which are not onely Faithful or C hri- 
ſtians already , but piows and good Chriſtians ; 
whichmakes it nothing to your purpole. Again, 
ſome one paſlage may bee ſo plain as a learned 
man may in the opinion of learned men plainly 
confound an Adverſary 5 but will it bee clear 
and plain in all neceſſary points to the vulgar, 
who kear a great many hard words brought on 
both fides, and have no ſkill to judge who has 
the better in ſuch contelts 2 yet the Rule of 
Faith muſt bee plain even to the vulgar, andable 
to give them SatisfaCtion. Again, when'the Fa- 
thers provoke to the Scripture, 1s 1t not againſt 
thoſe who deny the Church, but accept the Serip- 
tare, and ſo the neceſſity of diſputing out of 
ſome commonly-acknowledg'd Principle, may 


bee the cnely reaſon they take that method ? 
'Tis 
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'Tis evidently ſo, in that you quote from St. 4+ 
ſtin againſt Maximines p. 329, and againſt the 
Donatiſts, who deny'd the Judgment of the 
Catholik Church que nbique terrarnums diffundi- 
tur ; and ſo hee was to prove his point 1b# fit Ec- 
cleſia , out of Scripture or no way. Again, 1$1t 
clear out of the Cirations nakedly ſet down,what 
went before and after? Is it clear for example 
that when they ſpeak highly of Scripture, they 
mean not Scripture #»ſerc't , but onely taken as 
Significative of God's ſence, as it muſt, to bee 
the Rule of Faith; or,if of Scripture ſenc't , they 
mean not ſexc't by the Church , but by the hamare 
skill of private perſons , which is the true point 
between us ? St. Auſtix without doubt makes 
the Church the Inzerpreter of Scripture , as is 
clearly ſeen by his Diſcourſe at the end of his 
17. Chap. ofthe Profit of Beleeving, which ſpoils 
your pretence to his Authority. Nay , do not 
they often mean by Fcripture the very Sence of 
It, that is Chrifts Do@rine or the Goſpel? Asoft 
as you hear them ſpeak of the Things that are 
writtex, or call them Principles, or The Rule of , 
Truth and Opiniens., or ſpeak of conforming 
other DoGrines to them , and ſuch like, fo. oft 
they ſpeak of the DoGrin it ſelf contain'd' in 
Scripture, or the Traths found there. Such is that 
of Clemens cited by, you p. 316. 317. which 
ſpeaks mcerly of the Serce of it, or the Truths 
Init, which hee makes deſervedly the Awnle to. 
ozher 
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other Truths; and hence , now hee names $cri- 
pture , then, the Tradition of the Church, then 
Scripture again , it being indifferent to his pur» 
poſe,the ſame Senſe ( which hee onely intends ) 
being included in both. Such is alſo evidently 
your beſt Teſtimony , to wit, that of Irenens , 
which ſpeaks of the Goſpe/ itſelf, preach't and 


' writ; that is, clearly of the Sence indifferent to 


either way of Expreſſion. But what is this or 
indeed all that 15 ſaid there to the Letter of Scrj- 
pare taken as Significative of God's Senſe , that 
is, not for that Sexſe, nor as including it, but as 
the Means and Way toit. ( as it mult bee taken 
when 'tis meant fora Rule of Faith) and the 


| plainneſs and Certainty of that Fay, to all that 


are yet to come to Faith, taking that Letter as 


interpretable by private Skill and Maxims of - 


Language-learning , which is the true point be- 
tween you and us © Bring Teſtimonies for this, 
and you wilt do wonders. To uſe your own 
words p. 318. TI need not ſhew what I have dif- 
cours't here of every of his Teifimonies in parti- 
tular , for, whoſoever ſhall read them with this 
Key will find they are of no force to conclude what 
hee drives ( or ought todrive ) at. 

Iam loath to ſuggeſt any Fealouſie. of your 


Infincerity 1n all theſe Citations, though you have 
ſcldome fail'd in that point. Preſent my ſervice to 


your Friend Mr. S$ti//;ngfleet, and aſſure him hee 


ſhall not bee neglected , though there were no' 
other 


| 


| 
| 
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"_ reaſon but your high commendations of 
im. | 


Torr bumble Servant 
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A Poſtſcript to the Reader, 


READER, 


fi a write to Mr. T. yet I publilhto 
thee, and ſo have a Title to ſalute thee 
with a line or two. Tell mee then, dolt 
not find thy Expectation deluded, which, Szre- 
footing had rais'd , and our Controverlie begin 
to {lide back into petty ſquabbles & Conlider, 1 
beſeech thee how little I contributed to it , nay 
what care I took to prevent it 3 hazarding ſome 
 illopinionof ſingularity in putting forth antece- 
\ dently a Letter to my Anſwerer, requeſting wee 

might hold toa Concluſtve Method , rather than 

(which I foreſaw) permit the clearing that moſt 
; concerning point in hand relapſe into wordiſh 
Talk. If thou readelt that Letter,I hope thou wilt 
- qrbous mee, and think it rationallz nay more, 


Ithou wilt ealily ſee that Mr. T. not onely waves 
Fſpeakingtoit, or giving reaſon why , but gues 

 $ point-blank oppoſit to it, uling frequent Iron'cs, 
quibbles and little ſquibs of Univerlity-witzaud 
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neither laying Principles, nor admitting, or de- 
nying my Conſequences ( except very ſeldom } 
nor diſtinguiſhing Teſtimonies, or vouching any 
Thing or Way hee builds on to bee Concluſtve 3 
tut catching miſtak] ly at this little word, and 
the other, putting upon mee twenty falſe mean- 
ings, with all the crafty Arts that may bee to 
make mee relinquiſh purſuing the method I had 
begun , ſo diſadvantageousto him, and fall to 
clear my ſelf and accuſe him , which is little to 
our Cauſe and unfavoury to our Readers,and ſo, 
not worth heeding or reading 3 whence hee and 
his Friends might hope the Diſcourſe would die 
and come to nothing. And, indeed , whoex- 
peCts better from him , who characters Contro- 
verſie ( which is the Science or Knowledge of 
the Grounds of Faith ) to bee nothing but a 
Bleſſed Art — Wrangling > By which 
means hee gfins himſelf indeed much credit for 
a great Controvertiſt, who avoids all Methods 
ot Concluding any thing, thatis , labours to keep 
en footand promote all the Ways of Wrangling 3 
and makes his Adverſary zoze , who purſues 
Conclufrueneſs and Wayes to avoid Wrangling, * 
Burt the plot ſhall not take 3 I ſhall ſtill go on my , 
Way in'my Anſwer 3 and to this,End that I 
might there onely attend thy Benefit , I bave 
voided out of the Way this rif-raff with which 
this Great Controvertift in his Way had ſo learn- 
edly aſſaulted mee. Ina word, I declare my 
reſolution ( God giving life and health) to bee: 
this, 


= 


(131) 


this. Twill never leave following on my blow, 


till either I bring them to lay Principles that will” 


bear the teſt; or, it come to bee made evident 
to all the world they have zexe. What I at- 
tempt is, toſettle the Abſolute Immoveableneſs 
of Faith againſt my Adverſary, whoſe a- 
vow'd Poſition'tis p. 118, that *#zs poſſzble to bee 
Falſe; nay the Certainty of Scripture too , 
which hee puts in the ſame caſeas to it's Firm- 
neſs, Pardon the fleightneſs in compoſing this, 
and perhaps ſome poſſible overſight , though 
my conſcience knows of none, Iam chid by 
my DoQor for writing it while I was in a courſe 
of Phyſick, my ſtrength and health both auch 
decay'd. Which, if it pleaſes God of his Good- 
neſs to reſtore, I promiſe thee amends. 


4A. 


Thy Soul's hearty Well-wiſher 
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